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Cababe v. Walton-upon-Thames District Council 

Ee OR tr ey irre ere rene 

Furtado (Surveyor of Taxes) v. City of London Brewery Co. 
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Current Topics. 


The Anglo-American Peace Centenary. 


Tue Mansion House meeting on Wednesday in support of the 
fund to celebrate the hundred years’ peace among English- 
speaking peoples was noteworthy for the speeches of the Prime 
Minister and Lord Bryce. Mr. AsquitH repeated his statement 
that under no conceivable conditions could a state of war ever 
arise again between the United States of America and ourselves, 
and Lord Bryce referred in happy terms to the arrangement 
under which the Great Lakes are free from armed vessels. ‘This 
is all very much to the good ; but the same resolution to banish 
war altogether as a meanssof settling disputes, and to lock at 
it in its true light as both foolish and barbarous, would ensure 
a permanent peace extending beyond English-speaking peoples, 
and rid the world of the burden of armaments. 


Deportation and Martial Law.. 


LAST WEEK we expressed the view that, notwithstanding any 
local Act of Indemnity, the master of the steamship Umgeni 
must answer in the British law courts for the false imprisonment 
and trespass he is alleged to have committed against the ten 
deported prisoners. We expressed our view tentatively and 
with diffidence, but from a letter to the 7imes in Monday’s issue we 
see that the same view has commended itself for precisely similar 
reasons to so high a constitutional authority as Professor MORGAN. 
He points out, indeed, a matter we had overlooked, namely, that 
there exist a number of Imperial Statutes which, in certain. cir- 
cumstances, authorize the removal of prisoners from one part of 
the King’s Dominions to another, e.g., the Colonial Prisoners 
Removal Acts of 1869 and 1884; but these statutes require the 
authority of the British Colonial Secretary before acts done in 
pursuance of them become legal, and such consent, of course, 
has not been obtained in the present case, Professor MORGAN 
points out, as we did, that whatever the flag of the Umgent may 
be, torts committed on board her are actionable in England. 
This point of his has puzzled a reader of the Times who is obviously 
unacquainted with the rules of Private International Law, 
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and who writes to say that if the Umgeni is a|assizes, upon an indictment charging him with having had 
Dutch ship he cannot see what British courts have | unlawful carnal knowledge-of the complainant. It was held that 
evidence of the conviction was admissible ; that the conviction 


to do in the matter. The answer to this puzzle, however, is very 
simple. If the Umgeni is a British ship, then torts com- 
mitted on board of her are committed on British soil, and are 
actionable for the reasons we gave Jast week. If, on the other 
hand, she is a Dutch ship, then the master can be sued in England 
if ever he comes upon British soil. The reason for this is that a 
tort to the person’ is actionable in England wherever committed, 
provided (1) the defendant is in England ; (2) the act is tortious 
in England ; and (3) the act is unlawful (uot necessarily tortious) 
by the law of the place where it is committed: Machado v. Fontes 
1897, 2 Q. B. 231). Now if the Umgeni flies the flag of 

olland, then the third question becomes simply “ is false 
imprisonment unlawful by the law of Holland?” For the lex 
loci delicti in that case is the law of the flag, in Holland. Now 
it needs no knowledge of Dutch law to say with certainty that 
in any civilized country false imprisonment is unlawful. And 
for the reasons given last week it is ultra vires of the South 
African Parliament to legislate for a Dutch ship; therefore the 
false imprisonment will not be legalized by any Act of Indemnity. 
It follows that the master, if ever he sets foot on British soil, 
can be served with a writ for the tort alleged against him. 


The Apportionment of the Increase in Licence 
Duties. 

THE QUESTION as to the apportionment of the inerease in licence 
duties under the Finance Acts, 1910 and 1912, which was a good 
deal discussed in these columns a year ago, has arisen in a new 
form in Proctor v. Jarry, decided in the Divisonal Court by 
Rip.ey and Row att, JJ., on Wednesday (Zimes, 5th irst.). 
The increase in the duty is occasioned by the Act of 1910, 
and in the case of tied houses the licence-holder is entitled by 
section 46 to recover part of the increase from the persons to 
whom he is tied. The case of free L ouses is dealt with by sec- 
tion 2 of the Act of 1912, and tke lessee is entitled to recover 
fiom the lessor :o much of the increase in the duty as is “ propor- 
tionate to any increased rent . . . payable in respect of the pre 
mises being let as licensed premises.” ‘These words do not define 
very clearly how the amount of the deduction is to be ascertained 
but the method which we suggested in discussing the subject (57 
SoLicitors’ JOURNAL, pp. 106, 141), has been generally adopted. 
In the present case the unlicensed rental value was £240; the 
actual rent reserved on the letting of the premises as a licensed 
house—/.¢., the licensed rent—was £390, the increase being £150. 
‘Ihe duty before the Finance Act, 1910, was £45, and after- 
wards £166, so that the increase in the duty was £121. 
The lessor, then, bears such a proportion of £121 as £150 bears 
to £390 ; that is, he bears five thirteenths, or £46 10s. 9d. This 
was the result arrived at in the county court, where the lessees 
sued the freeholder to recover that amount, and, also, in the 
Divisional Court. But an attempt was made on beba!f of the 
freeholders to shew that the unlicensed rent must not te taken 
as the rent which the premises would command if the licence 
were withdrawn, but the annual value on the assumption that 
they were converted to the most profitable use: ¢.g., turned into 
shops. But this 1s a speculation for which the Act gives no 
basis, and which the court did not countenance. It will be 
remembered that the question whether an intermediate lessee 
can pass on a portion of the burden to his own lessor is now 
awaiting consideration in the Court of Appeal in Watney, Combe, 
Reid & Co, v. Berners. In the county court Judge Bray held 
that he could (57 Soxicitors’ JournaL 611), but the 
Divisional Court held that he could not (ibid, p. 687). 


Proof of Conviction in Criminal Proceedings 
by Oral Evidence, 

THE CASE of Marsh v. Darley (1914, 1 K. B. 1), upon the hear- 
ing of a complaint under sec'ion 4 of the Bastardy Laws 
Amendment Act, 1872, has not escaped criticism. ‘lhe only 
evideme, according to the headnote, adduced in corroboration 
of that of the complainant was the evidence of a person 
who deposed that he had been present at the trial and 
convietion of the alleged father of the complainant’s child at the 


wes sufficiently proved ; and that this evidence was corroboration 
of the complainant’s evidence in a material particular as required 
by the statute. We pass over the first objection taken by the 
defendant to the admissibility of his conviction\in evidence, namely, 
that it was res inter alios acta. The vbjection, having regard to the 
parties in the prosecution and the bastardy proceedings, does not 
seem to be of a substantial charaeter. But it was turther 
contended, that proof of the conviction was no corroboration of 
the evidence of the complainant in a material particular. Assum- 
ing, however, that there was eufficient proof of the conviction, we 
cannot help thinking that it was corroborative evidence putting 
on the defendant the burthen of disproving the allegation in the 
indictment that he had bad criminal intercourse with the com- 
plainant. It is suggested that, inasmuch as the conviction could 
be obtained on the evidence of the girl without any corroboration, 
such as is required in the Bastardy Acts, the conviction ought 
not to have been received as collateral testimony in the bastardy 
proceedings. But this suggestion eavours of technicality. It 
cannot be presumed that the conviction was obtained on other 
than satisfactory evidence. We come to the final objection: 
that there was not sufficient proof of the conviction. The court 
considered that there was nothing in the Evidence Act, 1851, or in 
the Prevention of Crime Act, 1908, to require that the conviction 
should have been proved by a certified copy of the record, and said 
that it was not sought to prove the conviction, but merely to give 
evidence of the conviction in support of the complainant's case. 
But we have been wholly unable to find any authority in support 
of this proposition. The verdict and sentence having been 
committed to writing, it is contrary to principle to allow them 
to be proved by oral evidence, especially in a case which may 
affect the character of the defendant. We hope that this decision 
may at some time receive further consideration. 











Illegality of Consideration. 

AN INTERESTING point is raised by a correspondent, whose 
letter we print elsewhere, as to the nature of the consideration 
given in Hyams v. Stuart King (1908, 2 K. B. 696), upon 
which we commented last week in an article on “ Pleading the 
Gaming Act.” It is certainly absurd enougb, as our corres- 
pondent points out, that a betting debt can be enforced indirectly 
by the simple method of threatening the defaulter and thereby 
extorting from him a promise to pay the void debt ; whereas a 
holder for value of a cheque given to pay that debe is 
| disentitled to recover if he had notice of the consideration fcr 
|which the cheque was given: Wolf v. Hamilton (1898, 2 Q. B. 
| 337). This result, however, as was pointed out by Sir GORELL 
| BARNES, P., in Hyams v. Stuart King (supra, at p. 702), arises from 

the fact that a betting debt is merely void, not illegal, whereas a 
security given for such a debt is to be deemed given 
for an illegal consideration. This very curious result, as 
text-book writers have pointed out—e.g., Coldridge’s Law 
‘of Gambling, 2nd edition, at p. 98—is due to the fact 
|that the debt and securities for the debt are affected 
| by two different statutes which deal with them in different ways. 
The former is dealt with only by the Gaming Acts of 1845 and 
1892; whereas the latter are dealt with by the Gaming Act, 
1835 (6 Will. IV, c. 41). The object of the Gaming Act, 
1845, was threefold. First, it legalized all games of skill— 
formerly forbidden under Puritan Legislaticn of the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries. Secondiy, it prohibited and rendered 
| criminal games of chance carried on at common gaming-houses 
(section 2). Thirdly, it rendered all other bets ard wagers void, 
Lut not illegal ; it did not penalize or prohibit them, but merely 
made them unenforceable. Therefore, the bet made on horse- 
racing in Hyams v. Stuart King (supra) was not in itself prohibited 
or illegal: it was merely made for a void cons‘deration ; so that 
| illegahty could not be pleaded as regards the new consideration 
for the bet, or taken of its own motion by the curt. On 
the other hand, under the earlier Act of 1835, which relates 
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given for an illegal consideration. The result is that the 
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consideration is only void for ordinary purposes, but by a 
statutory fiction is deemed illegal when a security is given for it. 
This explains the apparent inconsistency between the two cases 
quoted above. 


Appeals in Workmen’s Compensation Cases. 


THE ORDINARY practitioner is so accustomed to regard the 
Court of Appeal as the proper forum for an appeal under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, that he is usually rather 
startled when he finds in the reports any case which otherwise 
decides or in which the point is argued. Yet two such cases 
have recently occurred, that of Panagotis v. Owners of Steamship 
Pontiac (1912, 1 K. B. 74) and that of Bonney v. Joshua Hoyle 
& Sons (Limited) (reported elsewhere), which has just been 
decided after a hearing on four separate days by the Court of 
Appeal. The truth is, that the Act of 1906 nowhere says that 
all appeals arising under its provisions are to go directly to the 
Court of Appeal. That procedure only arises inferentially through 
a provision in one of the schedules, namely the Second 
Schedule, section 4. But that schedule, as Lord MoUuLTON 
pointed out, while sitting in the Court of Appeal, in Panagotis v. 
Owners of Steamship Pontiac (ubi supra, at p. 79), is simply a code of 
rules regulating arbitrations under the Act ; it provides that when 
the judge acts as arbitrator under the Act his decision “shall be 
final . . . . unless either party appeals to the Court 
of Appeal.” And the schedule only applies when proceedings 
under section 1, sub-section 3, of the Act are in question—i.e., when 
a question has arisen as to whether or not liability to pay 
compensation is imposed on the employer by the statute—in 
which case, says that sub-section, the question is to be disposed 
of by arbitration in accordance with Schedule II. Hence, when 
the Act confers other powers under other sections, no such 
procedure is applicable. In such cases, where the judge is not 
arbitrator or exercising powers incidental to arbitration, the 
appeal from him is to the Divisional Court. Thus, in certain 
cases, under section 11 of the Act, the judge of any court of 
record in England or Ireland can issue an order to any officer 
of customs directing him to detain a ship, or release it on bail, 
where compensation proceedings may be expected against its 
owners by virtue of the statute, -When this power is exercised the 
appeal is to the Divisional Court : Panagotis v. Steamship Pontiac, 
(supra). Now an unsuccessful attempt to extend this principle has 
just been made in Bonney v. Joshua Hoyle & Sons (supra). Where 
an agreement is recorded between employer and workmen fixing 
the amount of compensation payable to the latter, notice of the 
agreement must be given by the registrar of the county court 
recording it to the various parties interested, who can then appear 
and object on the ground of inadequacy (Schedule II. (9)). It 
was suggested that this was not a proceeding “incidental to an 
arbitration” under the Act, and was therefore appealable to the 
Divisional Court. This contention, however, the Court of Appeal 
overruled, on the ground that the proceeding affected the amount 
of compensation payable, and so came within section 1(3). The 
ease is, perhaps, still more important for the other point 
decided, namely, that an approved society under the National 
Insurance Act,-1911, to which the workman belongs is not an 
interested party, and has no locus standi to intervene. 


Deeds of Arrangement. 


A DEED of assignment made by a debtor may be for the benefit 
of certain creditors only, in which case it does not fall within the 
Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, though it will, if it covers 
personal chattels retained in the debtor's possession, require 
registration as a bill of sale; or for the benefit of creditors 
generally, in which case it is not within the Bills of Sale Acts 
(Act of 1878, s, 4), but requires registration under the Deeds of 
Arrangement Act, 1887. The recent decision of Horruiper, J., 
in Ite Alliz (ante, p. 250), is a useful addition to the cases in 
which the two kinds of deeds have been distinguished. The 
Act of 1887, by section 4 (2), defines a deed of arrangement to 
which it applies as an assignment of property, or a deed of or 
agreement for a composition, made by a debtor for the benefit of 
his creditors generally. Where the benefit of the deed is 
expressly limited to certain named creditors, then it does 
not fall within this definition, and, accordingly, it does not require 








registration. This was so in Re Sawmarez (1907, 2 K. B. 170, 
C.A.), where the assignment was in pursuance of an agreement 
between the debtor and certain of his creditors, and there was 
no option for any other creditors to come in. But in general 


‘|the assignment is for the benefit of creditors named in a 


schedule, and the intention is that any creditor who chooses 
shall be at liberty to come in and execute the deed, thereby 
obtaining the benefit of it, and agreeing to its terms. Examples 
of this are afforded by General Purnishing Co. v. Venn (2 H. & C. 
153, 11 W. R. 756) and Re Riley (Limited) (1903, 2 Ch. 590, 51 
W. R. 681). In the recent case before HorripGe, J., the deed 
of assignment referred to the creditors “whose names are set 
forth in the schedule hereto,” and there was some evidence 
outside the deed that it was intended only for the benefit of 
certain pressing creditors. In fact, the schedule contained the 
names of only a part of the creditors, and all of the creditors 
named did not execute it. Horrives, J., held, however, that 
the deed permitted any creditor to come in under it. Hence, it 
was within the Act of 1887, and was void for want of registra- 
tion. Apparently, a deed must be expressly confined to certain 
named creditors in order to avoid this result. 


Set-Off between Tenants and Mortgagees. 

Ir 1s well established that the equitable assignee of a chose in 
action takes it subject to the same rights of set-off and other 
defences as the debtor would have had against the assignor at 
the date of assignment, or which arise subsequently before notice 
of the assignment has been given: Roxburghe v. Cox (17 Ch. D. 
520, 526, C. A.). In the recent case of Reeves v. Pope (ante, 
p. 248) an attempt was made to extend this principle to an 
assignment of a reversion upon a lease, and prima facie it was 
justified by a passage in the headnote to Barnhart v. Greenshields 
(9 Moo. P. C. 18) :—‘“ Where a tenant is in possession of land, a 
purchaser is bound by all the equities which the tenant could 
enforce against the vendor.” In the present case a company who 
were the lessors of a hotel had agreed to complete it by a certain 
date. It was not completed by the date, and the lessees had a 
claim for damages against the company. The company 
mortgaged the premises and the mortgagee sued the lessees for 
rent. In this action the lessees attempted to set off their claim 
for damages against the company. They could have set them 
off in an action by the company, and they could, on the principle 
in question, set them off also against the mortgagee. But, in fact, 
the equities of the tenant, by which a purchaser of the reversion 
is bound, are not claims generally against his lessor, but only 
such as create an interest in the land itself. ‘The possession of 
the tenant is notice that he has some interest in the land, and a 
purchaser having notice of that fact is bound . . . either to 
enquire what that interest,is, or to give effect to it whatever it 
may be : Barnhart v. Greenshields (ubi supra, pp. 32,33). This, 
rather than the passage in the headnote, states the principle in 
question. In the present case the lessees’ claim to damages gave 
them no interest in the land. Hence the Court of Appeal, 
affirming BANKES, J., held that it could not be set off against the 
mortgagee’s claim for rent. 


Liability of Father for Clothing Supplied to 
His Daughters on Credit. 

IN AN action recently tried in the Bromley County Court the 
plaintiff, a draper who had supplied clothing to daughters of the 
defendant, recovered judgment against him. The evidence was 
that, at the time when the clothing was ordered, the daughters 
bad no dress allowance and had previously ordered articles of 
dress for which the father had paid. Judge Parry held that 
the defendant was liable, inasmuch as the daughters were entitled 
to think that he would meet their bills. The case appears to be 
one of no novelty, though it has attracted attention because of 
some observations of the judge as to the advantages of a fixed 
allowance for dress, and,in a contemporary, fathers have been 
invited to take notice of the fact that, where a daughter resides 
with her father, the father is primdé facie liable for such debts as 
she may incur. This may possibly be the rule under the civil or 
Scots law, but in England it has been often laid down that 
there is no legal obligation, apart from the r laws, on the 
parent to support his children or to pay their debts unless he 
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contracts to do so, It is true that if the father does any specific 
act from which it may reasonably be inferred that he has 
authorized his child to contract a debt, he may be liable in 
respect of the debt so contracted ; but the mere fact that the 
daughter lives in the same house with her father cannot be 
sufficient evidence to charge him with such a liability. 


The Retirement of Mr. Justice 
Bucknill. 


UNIVERSAL regret is felt,in both branches of the legal profession 
at the retirement of Mr. Justice BUCKNILL. Some months ago 
Sir Tuomas publicly announced his intention of retiring at the 
end of last year, when he completed the fifteen years’ service 
on the High Court bench which, by statute, entitles him to a 
pension. But the state of business in the courts put an obstacle 
in his way. Three Courts of Appeal were required, and this 
involved the commandeering by that court of Sir SamueL Evans, 
who as President of the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division 
is an ¢¢ officio member of the appeal tribunal. The President, 
however, can never be spared from his own division, which has 
only two judges, yet has to furnish two courts, one for Probate 
and Divorce, the other for Admiralty causes, unless an extra- 
ordinary judge is appointed in his place ; and for a great many 
years it has been customary in such circumstances to transfer 
Sir Tuomas Buckni_t from the King’s Bench to the sister 
division, he having a knowledge both of Divorce and of Admiralty 
practice—a rare experience on the bench or at the bar. For this 
reason, it is understood, Mr. Justice BUCKNILL had consented to 
retain his office, at least until the reassembling of Parliament 
would enable an additional judge in the King’s Bench Division to 
be appointed in place of Sir WALTER PHILLIMORE. Unfortunately, 
owing to a dangerous illness which attacked him in the Christmas 
vacation, this plan could not be carried out, and Mr. Justice 
HorriDGE had to undertake the duties which would otherwise 
have failea on Sir Tomas BucKNILL’s shoulders. It is unfortun- 
ate that considerations of health should have forced Sir Tuomas 
to resume his original intention; but we trust that freedom 
from judicial labours will soon restore him to his former activity 
and strength. 

It is safe to say that Sir THomas BUCKNILL has been one of 
the most popular common law judges of his day. Genial, 
affable, gay and debonnair, yet never forgetting the great dignity 
of his high office or permitting others to forget it, Sir Tuomas 
won the hearts of all who had business in the King’s Bench 
Division. His cheery courtesy and never-failing smile encouraged 
the most nervous of young practitioners and at once put 
witnesses at their ease. None ever knew him lose his temper or 
say a hasty thing to anyone before him, and no scenes between 
bench and bar ever occurred in his court. It takes two to 
make a quarrel, and since he never snubbed or attempted to 
score off anyone, even the most aggressive of counsel could never 
find provocation at which to take umbrage. No doubt his 
reputation as a sportsman and a man of the world aided him 
greatly ; although a good natured man he was also very obviously 
a man of consummate good sense, and therefore none tried to 
take advantage of his good nature. 

Though not strictly a great lawyer, he had aequired a wide 
practical experience of litigation in many branches, and his instinct 





for a point of practice was very sound indeed. It was as a judge 
in chambers that he shone best; there he was always ready with 
a suggestion for compromise which his genial insistence charmed 
both parties into accepting; and he never was afraid to cut the 
Gordian knot when time and trouble were to be saved by 
abstaining from an effort to untie it. There is a story 
current at the bar to the effect that on one occasion he 
actually amended an affidavit in chambers. Someone 
had a defence to Order 14 fproceedings, which took the shape 
of a counterclaim, but had omitted in his affidavit to shew any 
consideration:for the contract on which the counterclaim was 
based. Sir THOMAS was convinced that he ought to have leave 
to defend, and did ‘not hesitate to adopt the drastic method of | 
putting a consideration into the affidavit in order to give himself 
jurisdiction to do as he wished! But, of course, this story may 


be merely one of the many which spring from the brain of that 
diligent reporter, Ben Trovato. However, that may be, it is 
very characteristic of Sir THoMAs's practicality and resourceful- 
nessinchambers. Healways wished to helpcounsel or litigants out 
of a muddle or a technical dirficulty if he could find a way of doing 
it. The same kindness of heart made him the most lenient of 
climinal judges, except sometimes when humanitarian sentiment 
aroused his ire at a cruel crime, and to the end he never could 
pass sentence of death without faltering. It is safe to say that 
he leaves behind him in the host of litigants who have come 
before him, or counsel who have practised before him, not a 
single one who does not wish him well. 








Income from Interests pur autre vie. 
II. 


The view expressed last week that an interest pur autre vie in 
personal property is not the property, but that the property is 
composed of the instalments of income coming in from time to time 
to the testator’s estate, appears to be supported by authority. 
It is not, however, contended that the matter is clear or 
obviously covered by authority, for it certainly is not. But it 
is submitted that this view appears to have been taken in the 
case of Beavan v. Beavan, referred to in a note to Le £arl of 
Chestertield’s Trusts (24 Ch. D. 643, at p. 649). 

In Beavan vy. Beavan (supra), a testator gave his residuary realty 
and personalty to trustees on trust to sell bis real estate at such 
times and in such manner as they should in their uncontrolled 
discretion think most advantageous to his estate, and upon trust 
as regards his residuary personal estate, with all convenient 
speed after his decease, and in such manner as they should in 
their discretion think most beneficial, to convert the same into 
money. The will then proceeded in the usual way to direct pay- 
ment out of the mixed fund of debts, funeral and testamentary 
expenses and legacies, with a trust for investment of the balance, 
The income was directed to be paid to the testator’s widow 
during her widowhood. On her death or remarriage the trust 
premises were given to the children. 

Part of the testator’s personal estate consisted of a moiety of 
an annuity granted by another person for ninety-nine years if 
three persons or any of them should so long live. These persons 
were living at the testator’s death. The annuity was in fact 
redeemable on payment of a capital sum, but this does not 
seem material to the present point. Stopping here, how- 
ever, it will be observed that, if an annuity is the same 
thing as an interest pur autre vie in personalty—-and it 
is submitted that, on principle, and for the purposes of 
determining the relative rights of the tenant for life and 
remaindermen interested in the estate of the owner of the 
interest pur autre vie, an annuity of this kind is precisely similar 
to such an interest—Beavan v. Bearan is a va'uable authority and 
very much in point. By far the greatest number of annuity 
cases are cases of annuities either created by the will of the 
testator, or annuities granted by the testator infer vivos and 
binding his estate after death. It is rarely that we find part of 
the estate of a testator consisting of a terminable annuity. 

It is necessary to point out how the court dealt, in the last 
mentioned case, with the instalments of the annuity coming from 
time to time into the testator’s residuary estate. In point of fact 
the annuity had not been paid for some years before the testa- 
tor’s death, nor was it paid for some years afterwards. In due 
course a sum of money came in and was distributed in respect of 
the arrears of the annuity, and this raised the question of the 
rights of the tenant for life and remaindermen under the will. 
The tenant for life, of course, had received no benefit from the 
annuity instalments. Now, one part of the sum then coming 
into the estate was received in respect of arrears owing to 
the testator in his lifetime. But the other part was received in 
respect of arrears of instalments which accrued during the cur- 
rency of the life-interest of the tenant for life under the will. 


| If income of an interest pur autre vie is to be treated as income 


derived from a wasting security and payable, if the will allows 
of it, to the tenant for life, we should expect to find the court in 
Eeavan v. Beavan (supra) directing that the whole of the moneys 
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received for arrears of the annuity accruing during the life 
interest to be paid over to the tenant for life. This, however, 
the court did not do. On the contrary it directed an apportion- 
ment. But, what is even more significant, in the last mentioned 
ease, although the summons does not appear, perhap:, to have 
raised the point directly, the court made a prospective order 
as regards future instalments accruing during the life of the 
tenant for life, and it directed an apportionment as regards each 
of the future instalments, part of which were to be carried to 
capital and the balance paid to the tenant for lite. 

It was argued that all further payments in respect of the 
moiety of the annuity as they might accrue due should be treated 
as capital and invested, and that the tenant for life ought only to 
receive the interest on such investments. That the court did not 
accede to this argument does not disprove the soundness of the 
view expressed above, viz. that the instalments of income 
derived from an interest pur autre vie are capital—at any rate, in 
part. For assuming them to be such, each instalment would be 
much the same thing as a reversionary interest falling in some 
time after the testator’s death. The tenant for life would have 
derived no income from it and would have a claim to participate 
in it, a claim which the court has acceded to, even where the 
trustees have had wide discretionary powers of postponing con- 
version. Thus in Wilkinson v. Duncan (1857, 23 Beav. 469), 
where a testator gave his residuary estate to trustees on trust to 
convert at such time or times as they should in their discretion 
think fit, and the trustees in their discretion allowed a rever- 
sionary interest to remain unsold for nineteen years, and then it fell 
into possession, the court held that the tenant for life was to be 
recouped by an apportionment between capital and income. 

The apportionment in the last mentioned case is based on 
precisely the same principle, or rather the converse of the 
principle in the converse case where instalments of an annuity 
payable by the testator’s estate have to be met from time to 
time. But in the latter case it is a question of burden and con 
tribution, and the burden is apportioned between tenant for life 
and remainderman. If there is, as of course there must be, an 
equity for apportionment in the case of deferred payments out of 
the estate, there must also be an equity for apportionment in the 
case of deferred payments into the estate. It is suggested that 
the existence of wide powers of postponing conversion do not 
necessarily affect the question. In Wilkinson v. Duncan (supra) 
RomILty, M.R., said, in effect, that he had no doubt the discretion 
had been very properly exercised, but the real question was, what 
were the rights of the legatee in view of the exercise of the 
diseretion. 

In the recent case of Re Sherry, Sherry v. Sherry (1913, 2 Ch. 508) 
there were apparently very wide powers of postponement, and 
several strong indications of intention on the part of the testator 
that the property was to be enjoyed in specie during the life of 
the first tenant for life. Even iftthe view expressed above, as 
to the nature of an interest pur autre vie in personalty, be correct, 
it would of course be competent for any testator to intimate 
that the interest pur autre vie was to be regarded as a form of 
wasting property to be enjoyed in specie, and to show an intention 
that, as between tenant for life and remainderman under his 
will, the former was to take the income derived from the interest, 
and the latter should stand the chance of getting in due course 
the benefit of that income if the cestui que vie survived the tenant 
for life. This appears to have been the view which WARRINGTON, 
J., took on the provisions of the will and codicils in that case. 

It is submitted, however, that the recent case does not 
decide that, in the generality of cases, an interest pur autre vie 
in personalty is not for the purposes of administration to be 
treated like an annuity forming part of the residuary estate, 
nor that the instalments ought not to be apportioned between 
capital and income as was done in the case of Beavan v. Beavan 
(supra). 





Lonpon County AND WESTMINSTER BanK (Limitep).—The annual 
general meeting of the above bank was held on the 29th ult., Viscount 
Goschen in the chair. The chairman stated that their net profits for 
1913 were £1,194,899, an increase of £139,420 on the previous year’s 
working. They declared a dividend of 214 per cent. for the year, and 
increased their carry forward to £156,644. 


Reviews. 


Magisterial Practice. 


THE MAGIsTRATE’s GENERAL PracticE, 1914. ELEVENTH EpITIon. 
By CuHartes Mitner Arkinson, M.A., LL.M. (Cantab), 
Barrister-at-Law, Stipendiary Magistrate for the City of Leeds. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 20s. 

- Mr. Atkinson evidently contemplates the issue of his Magisterial 
Practice as an annual volume, thereby placing it on a level, as 
regards the up-to-date character of its material, with the standard 
volume of Stone. Not so bulky as that classic work, and written in 
a more readable form, Mr. Atkinson’s book fills a useful niche in the 
country practitioner’s law library. One of its best features is the 
magistrate’s calendar at page cxi.; and there are two useful tables 
—one giving a list of penalties on summary convictions, and the 
other of offences triable by a single justice. Many new statutes 
passed in 1913 are noted in this edition, the chief of which is the 
Mental Deficiency Act, which greatly increases the work and 
responsibilty of justices, as Mr. Atkinson points out. More than 
sixty new cases, too, have been added to this volume. Such an 
output of authoritative decisions on magisterial law during one year 
shows how rapidly the work of justices is ever growing. The 
justice of the peace, indeed, has been aptly termed the ‘‘ judicial 
maid of-all week? 





Local Government. 


Locat GovERNMENT LAW AND LEGISLATION FoR 1913. Arranged 
and Edited by W. H. Dumspay, Barrister-at-Law. Hadden, Best 
& Co. 

This useful digest contains the following matter: (1) all statutes 
passed in 1913 which affect Local Government, with an explanation 
and annotations ; (2) a digest of all Local Government cases decided 
in the Superior Courts for the year ending 30th September, 1913 ; 
and (3) the more important circulars, orders, and other official memor- 
anda on Local Government matters issued by Government Depart- 
ments during the same period. Some matters included, indeed, seem 
scarcely a proper subject-matter for a book dealing purely with 
Local Government Law, ¢.y., the Criminal Jaw Amendment Act, 
1912, section 4 of which is inserted and annotated apparently because 
“disorderly houses,” with which it deals, are regarded by the author 
as in some way affecting the responsibilities of local authorities. 
Our criticism on this point, however, indicates the completeness of 
the book: it conscientiously includes everything that anybody 
could expect by any chance to find in a volume bearing the title it 
does. The work is well and carefully done, and should prove useful 
to lawyers as well as local officials. 





Books of the Week. 


Review.—Law Magazine and Review. February, 1914. Jordan 
& Sons (Limited). 5s. 

Criminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of Cases 
in the Court of Criminal Afpeal, November 10th, December 1st, 
8th, 15th, 19th, 20th, 1913. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister- 
at Law. Vol. 9, Part 7. Stevens & Haynes. 7s. 6d. net. 








Correspondence. 


Pleading the Gaming Act. 

[Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—In the article, “ Pleading the Gaming Act,” in your issue of 
January 3lst, it is stated that where the debt, z.¢., the consideration, 
is an illegal one, and not merely void, then the transaction can be 
impeached by the court itself, at any stage. But if this is so, and it 
appears to be justified by the authorities cited, it seems difficult to 
understand why illegality was not pleaded, and if not pleaded, why 
the point was not taken by the court itself, in the case of //yams v. 
Stuart King, that betting on horse-racing being an illegal game 
racing debts are not merely void, but illegal. ; 

In Hyam’s case it is distinctly stated that the debt, forbearance in 
respect of which was held to constitute a new and valid consideration 
arose out of betting transactions. ; 
But in Woolf v. Hairilton (47 W. R. 70 ; 1898, 2 Q. B. 337) it was 
expressly decided that bets made on horse-races were illegal, and 
not merely void, and that, therefore, the holder for value of a cheque 
given for a racing debt, who had notice of the illegality of the 
original consideration, could not recover on it against the 
drawer. 





On the face of it, it certainly appears very absurd that a man who 
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has been engaged in an illegal transaction, 7.¢., betting on horse-races» 
should be entitled, by threats of exposure, to extort a promise to pay 
from the defendant what has been decided to be an illegal debt, and 
then to sue on such promise ; whereas a third person, who has been 
no party to the illegal transaction, but has for value taken a 
negotiable security, with notice that it has been given for an illegal 
consideration, should he held disentitled to recover. This, how- 
ever, seems to be the effect, stated in plain language, of the cases 


referred to. iw Se 


[See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Ep, 8../.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re PALACE RESTAURANTS (LIM.) Ne. 3. 20th Jan. 


TAXATION—Winptnc Up—Costs INCURRED BEFORE 
LIQUIDATION—JURISDICTION OF WiINDING-Up Court. 








Costs 


SOLICITOR 


7 pon the application of the official receiver as liquidator in a com- 
pulsory winding-up, the court sitting in winding-up can order taxation 
of the solicitor Aill 
the commencement of the winding-up. 


This was an appeal from an order of Astbury, J. The appellants 
were a firm of solicitors, and the question raised was which was the 
proper tribunal to tax their bill of costs. In July, 1909, the Palace 
Restaurante, Limited, were in difficulties, and their then solicitors 
ceased to act for them. Thereupon the company retained the appellants 
and agreed to pay £250 and out-of-pocket expenses for their services 
for three months. In September, 1909, a winding-up order was made 
against the The appellants had received sums on behalf of 
the company, some of which they paid to the liquidator and others they 
retained, claiming a lien on them for costs. The liquidator asked them 
to send in a bill of costs in April, 1913, but no bill was delivered, 
and on the 26th of May he took out a summons to tax the costs, and 
an order was made that they should deliver a bill, but nothing was 
said as to how the costs should be taxed. A bill was delivered, 
together with a cash account, showing a balance of £13 due to the 
company. The liquidator then 1testored the summons and asked for 
taxation. Astbury, J., ordered simply that the bill should be taxed 
‘in these proceedings.’’ The appellants objected to their bill being 
taxed in the winding-up and said they were entitled to have it taxed 
under the Solicitors Act, 1843. 

Lord Reaprinc, L.C.J.—I have had the opportunity of reading Lord 
Justice Buckley's judgment, and I agree with it. — 

Lord Justice Bucktey.—The question is whether, upon the application 
the official receiver as liquidator in a compulsory winding-up, the 
court sitting in winding-up can order taxation of the solicitors’ bill 
of costs against the company for a period before the commencement 
of the winding-up The question might arise in either one of two 
alternatives. First, the solicitor may have no cash account, but may 
be a creditor for the whole amount of the bill. Under these circum- 
stances, he would have to come in and prove in the winding-up, There 
is no room for doubt but that in that proceeding it would be competent 
to the court in winding-up to ascertain what is the amount due to 
him. Secondly, the question might arise in a case (such as the 
present) where, having regard to the cash account, there is a balance 
due from the solicitor. Under these circumstances he might tender 
no proof, and it would be for the liquidator to enforce against him | 
in & proper manner his liability to pay the amount due from him to the 
company. If the liquidator brought his action and the solicitor counter- 
claimed for costs, the judgment would be for the balance to be ascer- 
tained by taxation. It was suggested that having regard to section 
164 of the Companies Act, 1908, the solicitor would not for this pur- 
pose be in the position of an ordinary debtor to the company; that 
the court or the liquidator (section 173) could, in the winding-up, eall 
upon him to pay This argument I think is not well founded. The 
court (section 164) or the liquidator (section 173) is entitled to call 
upon a person falling within section 164 (and the solicitor falls within 
it) to pay any money to which the company is prima facie entitled. 
But if a dispute is raised whether the company is entitled or not, 
there is nothing in the section empowering the court or the liquidator | 
to determine that question. If the liquidator asserts against the 
solicitor that the solicitor is indebted to the company, that must be 
prosecuted, I think, in the same way as in the case of any other 
person. It may be, therefore, that the solicitors in the present case 
when the liquidator’s summons was issued, might have demured to 
the juriediction, but they did not do so. An order was taken upon 
the summons for delivery of a bill. and in submitting to that order 
the solicitors. I think submitted to a proper consequential order to | 
give effect. to it, that is an order to tax and an order for payment by 
such party as the taxation should find to he indebted. The var | 


of costs against the company for a period before 


company 


therefore, in my opinion, raises the general question whether the court 
sitting in winding-up can order taxation of a bill due before the 
winding-up. The judge exercising jurisdiction in winding-up derives 
his authority from sections 131 and 132 of the Act of 1908. The juris- 
diction is in the High Court (section 131 (1)), and the court having 


the powers of the High Court; section 131 (6). The jurisdiction is, by 
virtue of section 132, assigned from time to time to particular judges 
of the Chancery Division, but they sit as judges of the High Court 
and have all the powers of the High Court. If therefore the summons 
were intituled in the matter of the winding-up and of the Solicitors 
Act, I have no doubt that the judge might make an order to tax under 
the Solicitors Act. In the present case, however, the summons is 
intituled in the winding-up only. But the judge has, none the less, 
in my opinion, jurisdiction to order taxation. The solicitor has no 
right to insist that his bill shall be taxed under the Act or not at all. 
This was decided in bankruptcy in the case of a solicitor who tendered 
a proof in Hx parte Ditton (13 Ch. D. 318). If the twelve months 
under the Solicitors Act expired before the death, bankruptcy or 
winding-up, so that taxation could not be obtained under the 
Act, the executor, or trustee, or liquidator is still entitled to question 
the amount and to have the proper amount ascertained: Re Cole 
41 Ch. D. 326). Whether this is by taxation or moderation, 


lor by a direction to inquire as to particular items, is another 


question. In my judgment, the solicitors having submitted to 
the jurisdiction, the liquidator was entitled to an order to tax 


this bill in these proceedings, and to a consequential order for pay- 
ment. The present application does not raise the question whether the 
one-sixth rule under the Solicitors Act applies or not. If it did arise, 
I should have thought that it would be necessary to consider, on the 
one hand, the bearing of ord. 65, r. 27 38 (b), and the fact that the 
summons here is not intituled in the matter of the Act, and, on 
the other hand, to notice that the bill in this case was not for a bill 
of costs incurred by the liquidator, in which case Re Marsh (15 Q. B. D 
340) might apply, but was for costs incurred before the liquidation 
as in Re Allingham (32 Ch. D. 36). The only question, however, which 
we have to decide is whether an order to tax in these proceedings, and 
an order for payment, is right, where an order for delivery of a bill 
was made in these proceedings without objection by the solicitor. In 
I think the appeal should be dismissed with costs. 

and (. A. Bennett; The Solicitor-General 
W. & S. BE. Brown; The Solicitor 


my opinion it is. 
Counse.. Gore Brown, K.C., 
and Austen-Cartmell. Sorticrrors, C. 
of the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by S. E. Writrams, Barrister-at-Law. 


BONNEY v. JOSHUA HOYLE & SONS (LIM.). 
14th, 15th, 28th and 30th Jan. 


WorKMEN’s CoMPENSATION—RECORDING AGREEMENT FOR COMPENSATION 
—InsurEp Person—Nortice or AGREEMENT SENT TO WoORKMAN’S 
Approvep Socrery—‘‘ Parties INTERESTED’’—ALLEGED INADEQUACY 
or Lump Sum—Ricut or Approvep Soctety To INTERVENE AND 
Opsect—WorKMEN’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), ScHen. 
II. 9 (A). (p)—Consotipatep WoRKMEN’s COMPENSATION RuLgs, 1913, 
rr. 44 (3), 51 (5)—Nartionan Insurance Act, 1911, s. 11. 


Where a workman and his employer seek to record a memorandum of 
agreement into which they have entered for the payment of compensa- 
tion under the Act, and notice of such agreement is sent, in pursuance 
of the National Insurance Act, 1911, section 11, to the approved society 
in which the workman is insured, the society does not thereby become 
an ‘‘interested party’’ within Schedule II. (9) of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, and has no right to intervene and object, on the ground 
of inadequacy or any other ground, to the agreement being recorded. 

Rule 44 (3) of the Consolidated Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 
1913, so far as it purports to make the society an “interested party,”’ 
is ultra vires. 

Appeals in all matters coming under Schedule II., whether arising 
upon arbitrations or not, lie direct to the Court of Appeal. 


Appeal by the Scottish Legal Health Assurance Society from a 
decision of the county court judge at Bury, Lancashire. In November, 
1912, Frederick Bonney, a workman in the employment of the respon- 
dents, met with an accident arising out of and in the course of the 
employment. He was an insured person under the National Insurance 
Act, 1911, and a member of the above-mentioned approved society. 
Compensation at the rate of 9s. 6d. per week was paid by the employers 
until February, 1913. From February to April he resumed work at a 
slight reduction on his original wages. In May, 1913, Bonney and his 
employers entered into an agreement for the redemption of the weekly 
payment for £10. On the 7th of June a memorandum of the agree- 
ment was sent to the registrar of the county court, with a request that 
it should be recorded. The registrar sent notice of the agreement and 
request to the approved society, who replied objecting to the memo- 
randum being recorded on the ground that the sum was inadequate. 
The registrar referred the matter to the judge, who sat to hear the 
application on the 15th of July, when the society was legally repre- 
sented. Objection was taken by the employers that they had no locus 
standi, but the county court judge, in a considered judgment, over- 
ruled the objection, and awarded the society costs. The employers 
appealed. At the hearing of the appeal a preliminary objection was 


No. 1. 


| taken by counsel for the society on the ground that the decision having 


been given by the county court judge as a judge, and not as an arbi 
trator, the appeal lay not to the Court of Appeal, but to the Divisional 
Court, and reliance was placed on Panagotis v. Owners of Steamship 
Pontiac (1912, 1 K. B. 74) in support of that contention. The court 
took time to consider the point, and overruled the objection, distin- 
guishing the Panaqotis case, on the ground that it came under section 


jurisdiction under the Act, has for the purposes of that jurisdiction all | 11 of the Act, which gave jurisdiction to any judge of a court of 
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record.- They held that the proceedings were taken under Schedule 
Il., which was headed ‘“ Arbitration, “&c.,”” and that the schedule 
must be read as if appended to section 1 (3) of the Act. The scope 
of Schedule II, (4) had been widened in 1906 from the corresponding 
words under the Act of 1897. The proceedings in this case related to 
the amount of compensation payable within section 1 (3), therefore 
Schedule II. (4) applied, and the appeal lay to the Court of Appeal. 
The appeal then proceeded on the main question. Cur. adv. vult. 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R., after stating the facts, proceeded :—The 
objection that the society had no locus standi was taken and over- 
ruled by the county court judge. The society were plainly not 
‘parties to the agreement.’ By the former rule 49 (4) the only 
persons entitled to notice are the parties to the agreement, and they 
are the only persons entitled to attend. I think that the right of the 
society must depend solely upon the alterations made in the Consoli- 
dated Rules of 1913. Rule 44 (3) says that the society for the purpose 
of Schedule ITI. (9} and of the rules shall be ‘‘ deemed to be parties 
interested.”” By rule 51 (5) the registrar is to send notice not merely 
to the parties to the agreement, but to the parties interested. What 
then is the position of the society? By section 11 (1) of the National 
Insurance Act, 1911, no benefit is to be paid where compensation is 
payable under the Workmen’s Compensation Act at a rate less than 
10s. a week, or where a lump sum of a value less than 10s. a week 
is payable, without deducting such weekly sum or value, and notice of 
an agreement for redemption of a weekly payment is to be given to the 
society. Such notice was given in the present case. There is nothing 
in that part of the section which confers any greater right on the 
society. Indeed, it is remarkable that it is not every order under the 
Act of which notice must be given; for example, an order on an 
application to review. Again, sub-section (2) accurately defines the 
rights of the society. If the man unreasonably refuses or neglects to 
take proceedings to enforce his claim to compensation, the society may 
at its own expense take, in the name and on behalf of the man, pro- 
ceedings to enforce it. 
has no application to a case like the present, where the society is 


not purporting to oppose, even if it could lawfully oppose, the applica- | 


tion to record in the name of the man. The rights expressly conferred 
upon the society by section 11 are, in my opinion, exhaustive. It is 


not true to say that the society are ‘‘ parties interested’’ under | 


Schedule II. (9), and rule 44 (3), so far as it purports to say that they 
shall be deemed to be ‘‘ parties interested,’’ is ultra vires. There is 


nothing in Schedule II. (12) which authorizes the committees of county | 


court judges to make any such rule. It follows that there was no 
jurisdiction to award costs to the society. The society may give 
information under Schedule II. (9) (d), but it does not thereby become 
a party to the proceedings. In my opinion, the appeal, which deals 


only with this point, must be allowed, and the society must pay the | 


costs. 
_ Evans, P., who observed that in one sense the approved society was 
interested, i.e., financially, but there were also other persons so 
interested who were not entitled to take part in any proceedings, and 
Eve, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counsex, Sankey, 
K.C., and Adshead Elliott; J. B. Matthews, K.C., and Comyns Carr ; 
Barrington Ward. Sotrcrrors, John Taylor, Blackburn; Kingsley 
Wood & Co., for Maclay, Murray 4: Co., Glasgow; Pritchard Engle- 
field & Co., for Butcher & Barlow, Bury. 


[Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.} 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re THE PACAYA RUBBER AND PRODUCE CO. (LIM.). 
BUEN'S CASE. Astbury, J. 27th Jan. 


Company—Prospectus—AcTion ror RescisSIon or CONTRACT BY 
APPLICANT FOR SHARES—MISREPRESENTATION. 


Where statements are made in a prospectus inviting the public to 
subscribe for shares which are in fact untrue, but which are based on a 
report, a subscriber will be entitled to rescission of his contract with 
the company to take shares, even though the prospectus contains beneath 
such statements a paragraph that the above statements are based on the 
report, a certified translation of which can be inspected by intending 
applicants for shares. It is incumbent on the directors to 
and warn the public that they do not vouch for the truth of the report. 


This was a summons issued in the Company Winding-up Court for 
the removal of a name from the liquidator’s list of contributories. 
There was an action by an applicant for shares in the Pacaya Rubber 
and Produce Co., Limited, which was commenced on the 27th of 
September, 1911, against the company to have his contract with them 
for the purchase of shares rescinded, on the ground that there had been 
misrepresentations in the prospectus advertising the intended issue of 
the shares. But on the 7th of February following the company was 
ordered by the court to be wound up, and a liquidator was appointed, 
and the liquidator forthwith included in his list of contributories the 
plaintiff in the above action, one Burn, who thereupon took out this 
summons to have his name removed from the list of contributories. 
The facts were as follows: In 1910 the Pacaya Rubber and Produce 
Co. (Limited) issued a prospectus inviting subscriptions for shares which 
consisted partly of extracts from a report made in 1906, and partly of 
statements by the directors, and beneath the said statements were the 
words, ‘‘ The above statements are based on the report, a certified trans- 





I am clearly of opinion that this sub-section | 


go further, | 


lation of which can be inspected by intending applicants." The pros- 
pectus, in fact, contained serious misrepresentations of fact, and the 
applicant. on this summons desired to rescind a contract to take 800 
shares applied for on the 30th of March, 1910, and wrote a letter on 
the 11th of October, 1910, purporting to rescind such contract. On 
the 18th of July following the company commenced an action against 
him to enforce the contract. On the 27th of September following the 
applicant commenced an action against the company for rescission of 
his contract with them. On the 7th of February, 1912, the company 
-was ordered to be wound up. Counsel for the company contended that 
the report quite justified the prospectus, and that the statements in 
the prospectus were those of the maker of the report and not state- 
ments of the directors themselves. And, further, that if any of the 
statements were to be taken as statements made by the directors, they 
were only calculations as to the anticipated profits, and did not amount 
to statements of facts. Counsel for the applicant contended that the 
prospectus contained clear misrepresentations of fact by the directors. 

Asrsury, J., after stating the facts, said : There is no warning issued 
by the directors in this prospectus that they do not vouch for the 
truth of the statements contained in the report. There are misstate- 
ments of fact, and accordingly, in my judgment, the applicant is 
entitled to succeed. I order that the liquidator’s list of contributories 
be varied by remvoing the applicant’s name as a contributory from 
such list.—Counsex, Martelli, K.C., and R. J. Willis; Russell, K.C., 
and Whinney. Soricrrors, Matthew J. Jarvis; Torr & Co. 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
PORTER v. TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Div. Court. 
16th and 2ist Jan. 


Burtpinc Contract—Limitrep Time ror WoRK, WITH PENALTIES FOR 
Detay—ImMeEpIATE Possession or Stre—Access sy Ong Roap ONLY 
—TuHIRD PARTY PREVENTING Access—CoNSEQUENT DeLAy—RiGuHtTs or 
BUILDER. 

A builder contracted with a building owner to build a school, and 
| by the contract he was to be at liberty to enter on the premises for 
| the purpose of executing the works immediately on the signing of the 
| contract, and to deliver up the premises fit for use within ten months 
| of the date of the contract, subject to penalties. Access to the site 

could only be obtained by one road. R. claimed a strip of land on 

the road, and, threatening the builder with an injunction, caused delay 
| in commencing the work. R. had no right to do this. The builder sued 
the building owner for damages, alleging that there must in such a con- 
| tract be an implied warranty against any interference with immediate 
access to the land, and recovered damages before the official referee. 


Held, on appeal, that judgment must be entered for the defendants. 
| By such a contract the building owner undertook that prompt possession 
| and use of the site should be given so far only as concerned his own 
| acts and ability; he did not ensure such possession and use. 
| This was an appeal from a decision of the official referee. The 
| plaintiff had contracted with the defendant council to build a school 
for them for £11,043. By the fourth clause of the contract the con- 
| tractor was to be at liberty to enter on the premises immediately after 
| signing the agreement for thespurpose of executing the works, to begin 
| the work forthwith, and to deliver up the premises fit for use within 
ten months of the date of the contract, subject to penalties. The site 
| of the school was so situated that access to it could only be obtained 
from Keston Road. This road was separated from the road by a 
| fence, and one-half of it had not been made up. The soil of the 
| road was vested in one Rowley, who had an adjoining building estate. 
| The defendants, to give the plaintiff access to the site, made an 
| opening in the fence and put a gate in it; and. it was provided in the 
| bills of quantities that sleepers were to be laid down in the road as 
| far as the middle and through the gateway on to the field. The 
plaintiff began the work on the 20th of February, but on the 6th 
of March he received a letter from Rowley, claiming the right 
to prevent carts from passing over what he claimed to be his private 
| property and threatening an injunction. The plaintiff had no alterna- 
| tive except to give an undertaking not to proceed with the work, 
and the defendant council were given notice of this. Correspondence 
| ensued. Rowley resisted all overtures, claiming a strip of land 
| 1 in. wide all along the side of the road, which would have prevented 
the access given under the contract. Finally the defendant council 
were obliged to begin legal proceedings against Rowley, and 
obtained an injunction against him on the 11th of May. Although 
the case was taken to the House of Lords, and not finally decided till 
long after this date, the contractor, after the 11th of May, again pro- 
ceeded with the work. The plaintiff brought an action to recover from 
the defendants the damages caused by this delay from the 6th of March 
| to the 11th of May. The official referee gave judgment for the 
| plaintiff for £560 12s. 6d., holding that the defendant council were 
| bound, on making the contract, to give immediate possession of the 
| whole site and that they had failed to do so. Cur. adv. vult. 
| Rrotey, J., having stated the facts as set out above, read a judgment 
in which he said he thought that in such a contract as this the de- 
| fendants were under an obligation to give immediate possession, because 
‘ 
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the contractor was bound to begin at once on the work and to finish 
it within a certain time, subject to penalties. With a less stringent 
clause the result would have been exactly the same, and he referred to 
Freeman v. Hensler (64 J. P. 260), Mitchell y, Guildford Union (68 J. P. 
4), Leslie v. Managers of the Metropolitan Asylums (68 J. P. 84), and 
Lawson v. Wallasey Local Board, But here the reason of the delay 
and of the failure to perform the obligation under the contract was 
the interference of a third person, a mere trespasser, over whom the 
building owner had no control. If the decision were right, it would be 
difficult to define any limit to the liability of the building owner. 
The obligation to give prompt possession was based on the builder's 
contract to complete the work in a given time, whether or not that 
obligation was subject to penalties. In the absence of such a provi 
sion, the obligation would be otherwise. Therefore the liability put 
on the building owner had relation to the contract. There was no 
reason to be deduced from the position of the parties to the agreement 
why one of them rather than the other should be held to take on him 
self responsibility in the event of accidents which rendered performance 
impossible. Such cases as Appleby v. Myers (L. R. 2 C. P. 651) had 
been brought to the attention of the court, but the learned counsel for 
the respondent did not endeavour to contend that in the case of fire 
or other force majeure there would be a liability on the building owner. 
But he said that the building owner was lable for anything that 
might happen relating to his title or possession of the site, and that 
therefore in this case he was liable for the consequences of Row 
ley’s interference. But that interference was as much beyond the con 
trol of the building owner as a fire or any other unforeseen occurrence, 
such had been indicated. The distinction drawn seemed to him 
artificial, and would leave the liability of the building owner much 
wider than it need be, having regard to the reasoning on which rested 
the liability itself. In his opinion, the building owner did not ensure 
that prompt possession and the should ‘be given; he 
undertook that it should be so so far as his own acts and ability were 
concerned, but not For these reasons he thought that the 
decision of the official referee was erroneous and ought to be reversed. 
Judgment would be entered for the defendants. 


as 


use of site 


otherwise. 


BANKES, J., read a judgment to the same effect.—Counsen, Mac- 
morran, K.C., and Sharpe ; Clavell Salter, K.C., and B. A. Cohen. 
Sonicrtors, F’. Shelton; Hutchison & Cuff. 


[Reported by C MORAN 


G. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


CABABE v. WALTON-UPON-THAMES DISTRICT COUNCIL. 

llth and 12th Nov. ; 12th Dee. 
BRIDLE-WAY AND FootpatH Set OvuT UNDER 
4S TO DEDICATION BEFORE 1835— 


Barrieter-at-Law.] 


H1GHway—Repain—PRIVATE 
INcLosURE AWARD—PRESUMPTION 
PRESUMPTION AS TO COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 23 oF THE HIGHWAY 
Act, 1835—Assence or Evipence or INTENTION OF A PARTICULAR 
Owner TO Depicate at A PartTicULAR TIME—PRIVATE STREET WORKS 
Act, 1892, ss. 6, 7. 


In an appeal by the owner of property adjoining a way which had 
become a street against a pre visional apportionment of expenses with 
regard to making up the way under the Private Street Works Aet, 
1892, 

Held (affirming the dee n of the Court of 1 ppeal, 57 Soricrrors’ 
JournaL, 158; 1913, 1 A. B. 481; 11 L. G. RB. 211), that the absence of 


vidence of any tent of any particular owner at any particular 
time to dedicate a highway did not prevent section 23 of the 
Highway Act, 1835, from applying to it, and that as there was no 
evidence from which compliance with the requirements of that section 
could be inferred, the way was not a highway repairable by the in- 
habitants at large, and was a “ atreet’’ which the council could make 
up under the provi f the Private Street Works Act, 1892. 
Appeal by the frontager from a decision of the Court of Appeal hold- 
ing that she was liable to contribute to expenses of making up a road 
ithin the respondent's district. Before 1800 there existed on a common 
it Walton a leading from Kingston High-road to a common field. 
By an Inclosure Act of 1800 and an award under it in 1804 the common 
The Inclosure Act extinguished existing highways over 
common. The award set out the way as a private bridle-way and 
footpath for the use of the occupiers of certain allotments, and the 
vay continued to be so used after the Highway Act, 1835, came into 
force. In the course of time the occupiers of the allotments used it 
as a cart or carriage-way as well, and by 1864 it had become a public 
highway for vehicles. In 1910 the Walton District Council resolved 
that the way, which had become a street, should be made up under the 
Private Street Works Act, 1892, and they approved a provisional appor- 
tionment of expenses upon the appellant, Mrs. Marianne Cababé and 
other adjoining owners. She objected to pay on the ground that the 
street was a highway repairable by the inhabitants at large, and 
contended that the conditions of section 23 of the Highway Act, 1835, 
must be presumed to have been complied with, or that they did not 


the way 
83 


way 


as en losed 
the 





ipply to the highway in question but only to highways which had 

hecome such by an intentional act of dedication and not by the mere 

neglect of the owner. The courts below decided against her. } 
Tue Hovse having taken time for consideration, 


Lord Loresurn, in giving judgment, said that the appeal was from 
an order of the Court of Appeal affirming an order of the King’s Bench 
Division which upheld a decision subject to a special case of the Surrey 
Quarter Sessions. It was common ground that Cottimore-lane had 
been a highway since 1864, but quarter sessions found that it was no‘ 
a public highway in 1835, and two other courts had agreed with that 
view. On the evidence it seemed fairly certain that the road became 
highway at some date after the Highway Act of 1835 came into opera 
tion. The question then arose, Was it repgirable by the inhabitants at 
large? It would have become so had it not been for section 23 of th: 
Highway Act, 1835; but in his lordship’s opinion the effect of that 
section was to prevent that result. It might be a hard case upon th« 
appellant. He was afraid the law was against her, and accordingly hy 
moved that the appeal should be dismissed with costs. 

Lord Duneprn read a judgment to the like-effect. 

Lord Kinnear and Lord Atkinson concurred.—CounseL, for the 
appellant, Finlay, K.C., and Cababé; for the respondents, Sankey, 
K.C., and W. Mackenzie. Sonicrrors, J. Westcott & Sons; Percy 
Webb.- 

[Reported by Enmsaxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


FURTADO (Surveyor of Taxes),v. CITY OF LONDON BREWERY CO. 
No. 1. 2nd, 3rd and 10th Dee. 


Revenve—Income TAx—APpPLicaTION TO AMEND ASSESSMENT—APPEAL 
Power to State Case—Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 
s. 134—Taxes Manacement Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 19), s. 59. 
An application to the Income Tax Commissioners to amend an assess 

ment under the Income Tax Act, 1842, s. 134, on the ground of loss o/ 

profits during the ycar of assessment is not an “ appeal’? against th: 

assessment, so as to entitle the Commissioners to state a case for the 

opinion of the High Court under the Taxes Management Act, 1880, 

s. 59. 


Appeal from a decision of Scrutton, J. (reported 58 Soxicrrors 
JouRNAL, 120), upon a case stated by the Commissioners of Incom: 
Tax. The respondents were assessed to income tax in respect of th« 
profits of their business for the year ending the 5th of April, 1911 
upon the average of the profits during the three years immediately 
preceding. In the year of assessment they made a smaller profit than 
the amount at which they were assessed, owing to the increase in the 
license duties payable under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. They 
made an application to the Commissioners for Income Tax under section 
134 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, for an order for repayment of the 
sum overpaid on the basis of the assessment. The Commissioners made 
an order stating that the respondents were entitled to the relief asked 
for, but on the application of the appellant stated a case for the opinion 
of the High Court under section 59 of the Taxes Management Act, 
1880. On behalf of the respondents the objection was taken that the 
application was not an appeal, and that therefore there was no powe1 
to state a case. The objection was upheld by Scrutton, J., and the 
surveyor of taxes appealed. Section 134 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, 
enables persons alleging a loss of profits in certain circumstances “‘ to 
make application to the Commissioners ’’ within three months from the 
end of the year, and on due proof thereof to their satisfaction ‘‘ the 
said Commissioners shall cause the assessment to be amended, and give 
such relief as shall be just.” 

The judgment of the Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Swinren 
Eapy and Paitumors, L. JJ.) was delivered by 

Swivren Eapy, L.J., who said the question was whether the decision 
of the Commissioners was final and conclusive, or whether a right of 
appeal existed by ‘way of cas¢ stated for the opinion of the High Court. 
The rule of law was that an appeal did not lie unless expressly given 
by statute: R. v. Hanson (4 B. & Ald. 519, at p. 521). The Commis- 
sioners decided that the company was entitled to the relief claimed, 
and the burden was on the appellant to establish that-a right of appeal 
existed. By the Income Tax Act, 1842, s. 118, a right of appeal was 
given to any person thinking himself aggrieved by any assessment, 
provided it was brought within a limited time. By sections 133 (since 
repealed) and 134 applications might be.made for abatement on account 
of diminution of income or ceasing to exercise the applicant’s trade 
before the end of the year, or on being deprived of the profits from 
any other specific cause. On such applications the validity of the 
assessment was not disputed, but admitted, the claim for relief being 
based on something which had happened since it was made, and which 
could not have been a ground of appeal. The argument of the Crown 
in support of the appeal was based on the following words in section 
118 : ‘‘ And no appeal shall be received after the time so limited, except 
on the ground of diminution of income as herein mentioned.’’ The 
words occurred in a section giving a right of appeal against assess- 
ments, and limiting the time within which such appeals might be 
brought. It then appeared to the framers of the statute that, as appli- 
cations for relief under the subsequent sections could not from their 
nature be made within the time limited for appeals, it would be well 
to enact expressly that the provision shutting out appeals made after 
the time had expired should not extend to applications for relief ; hence 
the insertion of the words above quoted. The court was quite unable 





to hold that the provision excepting those applications from the time 
within which appeals could be brought was sufficient to make them 
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appeals, which they were not in fact, or to give a right of appeal to 
the High Court which would not othexwise exist. Section 134 gave a 
right ‘‘to make application,”’ not to appeal. There was not anything 
from which the applicant was appealing. Then it was urged by the 
Solicitor-General that section 164 made applications for exemption 
‘‘appeals ’’ which they would otherwise not be; and, if so, why might 
not section 118 have the same effect? The answer was that applica- 
tions for exemption under section 164 were in substance appeals against 
any assessment being made. The person claiming exemption disputed 
that he was liable to pay income tax at all, and if he succeeded, the 
Commissioners ‘‘ discharged the assessment.’’ If the surveyor objected, 
the taxpayer was given an appeal to the Commissioners against the 
assessment in like manner as other aggrieved persons were given a 
right to appeal against their assessments. Their lordships were of 
opinion that an application for relief under section 134 was not an 
appeal under the Income Tax Acts, and was not within section 59 of 
the Taxes Management Act, 1880, that the Commissioners had no 
power to state a case, and therefore that the appeal must be dis- 
missed.—CounseL, Sir S. O. Buckmaster, 8.-G., and W. Finlay; Ryde, 
K.C., and Bremner. Soxicirors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; Godden, 
Holme, & Ward. ? 
[Reported by H. Lancrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
DANIELS v. TREFUSIS. Sargant, J. Sth, Sth, and 19th Dee. 


Fravps, Statute or—Svurriclentr MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT— 
SIGNATURE OF AGENT—STATUTE OF FRAuDs (29 Car. 2, c. 3), s. 4. 


A litigant in an action authorized his solicitor to forward certain 
documents to another litigant, which documents were subsequently held 
hy the court to constitute a note or memorandum in writing of a 
contract sufficient to satisfy section 4 of the Statute of Frauds. 
When the litigant gave the authority to his solicitors to forward these 
documents he did not contemplate that they might be used against him 
in other proceedings to enforce that contract, which event in fact 
happened. 


Held, that although in giving the authority the litigant might not 
have contemplated that the documents would form a note or memoran- 
dum of the contract sufficient to satisfy the Statute of Frauds, the 
authority to forward the documents was not invalidated thereby, and 
the litigant was liable for all the legal consequences following from the 
forwarding of the said documents which would have followed had the 
defendant forwarded the documents himself. 


This was an action on a contract. The plaintiff alleged a sufficient 
memorandum under the Statute of: Frauds (29 Car, 2, c. 3), section 4, 
and the defendant contended that his solicitors had no authority to 
sign a note or memorandum on his behalf. The facts were as 
follows. On the 11th of February, 1911, the defendant verbally agreed 
with a third party for the purchase of a certain property for £700, and 
paid £50 by way of deposit. This third party was then acting on 
behalf of the plaintiff as an undisclosed principal, but he subsequently 
contended that he had agreed to buy the property from the plaintiff for 
£600, and that in the agreement of 11th of February, 1911, he was 
acting on his own account, and he brought an action against the plaintiff 
for specific performance of his alleged agreement with the plaintiff, and 
it was arranged that the defendant should help the plaintiff to defend 
that other action, which he did, and it was in due course dismissed, 
with costs. The defendant then declined to complete the purchase 
under the agreement of the 11th of February, 1911, and the plaintiff 
accordingly brought this action against him for specific performance 
of that agreement, to which the defendant pleaded no sufficient memo- 
randum in writing to satisfy the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), 
s. 4, During the course of the other action the defendant’s soli- 
citors had sent a statement prepared by the defendant to the plaintiff’s 
solicitors to help them with the other action. This statement was now 
relied on by the plaintiff as being a sufficient note or memorandum in 
writing to satisfy the Statute of Frauds. At the trial the plaintiff 
was allowed to amend his claim and allege part performance of the 
contract. Counsel for the defendant contended that when the solicitors 
obtained the proof from him for the use of the plaintiff in the other 
proceedings, they were not acting as agents for the defendant, but as 
agents: for the piaintiff. He also contended that, even if the solicitors 
were the defendant’s agents in that transaction, their authority did 
not extend to the signing on his behalf of any note or memorandum of 
a contract. 

Sarcant, J., after stating the facts, said :—The first contention by 
the defendant that these solicitors were not acting as his agents in that 
transaction is quite untenable. As to his second contention, the 
authority which the defendant gave to the solicitors was an authority 
to forward to the plaintiff’s solicitors certain particular documents, 
and although the defendant might not have been contemplating that 
those particular documents would form a note or memorandum suffi 
cient to satisfy the Statute of. Frauds, that in itself did not invalidate 
the authority to forward the documents or prevent all the legal con 
sequences following from the forwarding of them, which would un 
doubtedly have followed just the same if the defendant had signed the 
letters and enclosed the statements himself. On. the question of 
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part performances, I should have held that there was sufficient evidence 
of part performance in this case.—Counset, Romer, K.C., and J. G. 
Wood; Martelli, K.C., and Whitmore Richards. Soricirors, Elvy 
Robb & Welch, for Turner, Turner & Martin, of Ipswich; C. RP. Taylor, 
Sons, & Harris, 

Reperted by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Societies. 
United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Monday, the 2nd of 
February, at 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. 

Mr. S. 8. Abrahams moved : ‘‘ That the case of Edwards v. Wingham 
Agricultural Implement Co. (Limited) (1913 L. R- 3 K. B. 596) was 
wrongly decided.’” Mr. W. D. Coleridge opposed. The following 
gentlemen also spoke: Messrs. Morden, G. Lailey, T. Jamieson, T. 
Aynes, C. P. Blackwell, and Norman Aaron. The motion was lost by 


one vote. 





The Union Society of London. 


The fourteenth meeting of the 1913-14 session was held in Lecture 
Room B., 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 4th of 
February. The president was in the chair. Mr. Kingham moved :— 
‘* That in the opinion of this house payment of Members of Parliament 
is not in the best interests of the country.’’ Mr. Phillips opposed. 
There also spoke :—Mr. Counsell, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Willson, Mr. Crau 
furd, Mr. Treadway, Mr. Gallop, Mr. Roulston, Mr. Rowe, Mr. Hole. 
The motion was carried. 





Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 14th and 
15th January, 1914. 

A Candidate is not obliged to take both parts of the examination at 
the same time. 

First CLass. 
Richards, Gwilym Ivor. 
o PASSED. 
Mann, Leslie John. 
Matthews, Francis Reginald, B.A. 

(Oxon.),. 

Moreing, Adrian Charles, B.A. 

(Cantab.). 

Muckle, Robert 

Newson, William Hill, 
Pickavance, Joseph. 

Raley, Walter Hugh. 
Richmond, Walter Thomas. 
Hopkins, John. Roberts, William Lawton. 
Humphrys, Reginald Percy, B.A. Smith, Alexander Noel. 

(Cantab.). Smith, Alfred Thomas. 
Thornton-Jones, Henry William. 
Tucker, Albert John. 

Turner, Reginald Stanley. 


Barrenger, William George. 
sedwell, Leonard James. 
Cabell, Perey Victor. 

Cotching, Edward Glenister. 
Davies, Owen Gilbert Jehu. 
Evans, William David Russell. 
Godlove, Louis. 


Hall, Alfred Edward. 


Lightman, Stanley. 
Little, Richmond Holme. 
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Tue Fottowine CaNnpIpATEes HAVE 


Aman, John Godfrey. 

Baggallay, Geoffrey Thomas 

Belk, Eric Herbert. 

Bockett, Harold Arthur Palmer. 

Broad, John Eric 

Broughton, Bernard Lennox, M.A 
(Oxon.) 

Clark, John Evelyn, B.A. (Oxon 


Clarke, Joseph Spottiswoode, B.A. 


(Cantab.). 
Croft, Desmond Warrick. 
Croft-Smith, Edwin Spencer. 
Drew, Joseph Gardner. 
Dutton, Charles 
Fox, Cedric Earle. 
Giles, Russell Ross. 
Gordon, James Miller 
Hamer, Reginald Barnes 
Harrison, Geoffrey Kesteven 
Jackson, Herbert Edmund. 
Jasper, Reginald Frederi: 

B.A. (Cantab.). 
Johnson, Cyril 

(Oxon.) 

No. of Candidates 


Tudo 


Benton, B.A 


CANDIDATES HAV 
BooK-KEEPING 


Alexander, Donald Foley 

Bancroft, George Raymond Bees 
ton, LL.B. (Victoria) 

Barry, James Raymond 

Brewer, Alan 

Dewhirst, Ernest Thomas. 

Edwards, Arthur Trevellyn. 

Evans-Vaughan, Reginald Wynne. 

Farrell, Joseph. 


THe FOLLOwING 


Fletcher, Ernest William Shaw, 
LL.B. (London). 
Foulkes-Roberts, Peter Roberts. 


Fuller, William 

Gardiner, Eric Gordon. 

Hainsworth, Walter. 

Hamilton-Richards, Ernest 

Hare, Bernard Urmston 

Harris, Arnold 
B.A. (Cantab.). 

Harrison, Eric Vernon 

Holland, James William Thurstan 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Howlett, Charles Wilfred 

Hughes, Eric Yorath. 

Jeffreys, Eric Webb. 

Jones, Henry Vaughan Edwards. 

Jones, Leonard Mealor. 


Knighton, George Francis, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 
Lazarus, Bernard Arthur Mon 
tague. 


No. of Candidates 


Frank Stapleton, 


Passep THE Lecat Portion ONLY : 

Jones, Gordon, 

King, Bernard Ellis. 

Lambert, Terence Henry. 
MacDonnell, Archibald Garvey. 
Mason, Ernest Edwin. 
Mudford, Harold Ernest. 
Myers, Jonas Louis. 

. Nichols, Basil George. 
Oddie, Wilfrid Philip. 
O'Kelly, Reginald John. 
Pearson, Sam, 

Pope, Eric Hamilton. 

Read, Arthur John Stratfold 
Richards, Frank Leonard, 
Sale, Richard Crawford. 
Sharp, Stephen Oswald, 

(Cantab.). 

Stammers, Sidney Robert. 
Symonds, John Dudley Barker. 
Trower, William Gosselin, B.A. 
,  (Oxon.). 


Williams, Thomas. 


B.A 


. Wright, Henry Herbert Sydney. 


146. Passed ... om we 











| Holland, Ralph Bertram. 


Hughes, Ernest Charles, 

Hughes-Jones, Oswald, 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Hutchinson, Edgar Francis. 

Hutchinson, Noel Wilfrid, 
(Cantab.). 

Jackson, Warwick. 


Jennings, Richard William, B.A., 


LL.B. (Cantab.). 

Jobling, Thomas Ernest. 
Johnson, Douglas. 
Johnson, Thomas Roscoe. 
Jones, Allan Gwynne. 
Jones, Trevor John. 
Jones, William Holden. 
Kendall, Harold. 
King, Charles Francis. 
Kufeke, Charles Edward. 
Langley, Colin Kendall, 

(Oxon.). 

Lea, George Harry. 


| Lee, Charles William. 


— Passep THE Trust ACCOUNTS AND | 


PoRTION ONLY : 
Lloyd, Richard Glyn. 

Lupton, Gilbert. 

Malim, Arthur Wentworth 
Maybury, Charles Garde. 
Nicholl-Carne, Thomas Mansel. 
Pilgrim, Harold Stephen. 

Pitt, Sydney Hewitt, B.A. (Oxon.). 
Powell, William Neilson. 

Proctor, Frederick. 

tennie, Morgan Bowes. 

Ritson, Charles Frederick Ambrose. 


Rooke, Wallace Mortimer, B.A. 
(Oxon... 
Rose, Reginald George. 


Rumprecht, John Godfrey Frank 
Colton. 
Simpson, Geoffrey Barnsley, B.A., 
LL.B. (Cantab.). 
Spencer-Hogbin, Frederick Spen- 
cer, B.A. (Cantab.). 
, Tarbet, Montague. 
Taylor, Edward Mallalieu Brooke. 
Wagner, Karl Wilhelm Robert 
B.A. (Cantab.). 
Walsh, Gorden Herbert Alford. 
Ward, David Ernest. 
Warner, Kenneth Charles Harman, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 
Wilson, Geoffrey Francis Edward. 


116. Passed ... . 7. 


By order of the Council, 


8. P. B. Bucknit, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
30th January, 1914. 


FINAL EX 


AMINATION. 


The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 


successful at the Final 
January, 1914 :— 
Akaster, Cedric Harcourt 


Archer, John. 


Examination held on the 


Cunningham, John. 
Davies, David Berwyn. 
Davis, Barnard Burrell. 


12th and 13th of 


Lenton, Frank Donald. 
Lewis, Francis Attwater. 
Lidiard, Herbert Seppings. 
Lightburn, John Edward. 
Llewelyn, William Eustace. 
Mackey, Milburn Vincent. 
Maingot, Elliot Francis. 


Mannooch, John Kingscote, LL.B. 


(Cantab.). 

Matthews, Cyril Vincent. 

Matthews, Stanley Owen. 

Maw, Allan. 

Mew, John Henry. 

Mole, Gerald Chamberlain. 

Moorwood, John, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Morriss, Guy Rallison. 

Newill, Robert Daniel. 

Passey, John. 

Passmore, Leonard Wolfe. 
No. of Candidates ... 


B.A., 


B.A. 


Pearman-Smith, Pearman Beebee, 
B.A. (Cantab.). 

Perkins, Frederick William. 

Pickles, Harry Thornton, M.A., 
LL.B. (Victoria). 

Price, Clifford James. 

Price, John James. 

Prince, Hugh. 

Quiggin Percy Milcrest. 

Rens. af, Cyril Laurence. 

Rhodes, John Parker. 

Roberts, Alan Dixon, B.A., LL.B. 
(Cantab. ) 

Roebuck, Alexander Boyd. 

Rose, Eric Dudley. 

Satterthwaite, Reginald Edward, 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Scott, Archibald Edward. 

Siddall, Ernest Douglas Costain. 


. Slade, Robert Blackmore. 


Smith, Robert Bernard. 

Stalker, Jonathan. 

Stanford, Herbert Claude, 
(Cantab.). 

Tanqueray, Frederic Baron. 

Tarelli, Charles Camp. 

Thornewill, John Miles Hammond, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Tunnicliffe, Gerald England. 

Turner, William Jervis. 

Ullyott, Cecil. i 

Vine, Bernard Theodore, B.A. 
(Cantab.). 

Wace, Henry Edward. 

Walker, Cecil Hugh. 

Wayne, Francis Harold. 

Whitworth, Charles Edward. 

Willett, John Wickham. 

Williams, Douglas Lionel Gwynne. 

Williams, John Allan. 

Winterton, Herbert George. 


B.A. 


139. Passed ... 106. 


By order of the Council, 


8. P. B. Buckntt, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 
30th January, 1914. 


— 


Law Students’ Societies. 


WrexHam AnD District Law Stupents’ Socrety.—The fourth ordi- 
nary meeting of the above society took place on Tuesday evening, the 


3rd inst., at the Public Library, Wrexham. 
The subject of the debate being ‘‘Gray’s Inn 
Mr. Sam Hughes opened in the affirmative, and Mr. 


occupied the chair. 
Moot No. 2.”’ 


Hugh B. Jones opened in the negative. 
O. Bury, Norman D. Bird, W. E. Williams, N. 


spoke : Messrs. T. 


Hugh-Jones, Alyn James, and C. J. Newman. 


Mr. W. Wynn Evans 


The following gentlemen also 


After the openers had 


replied, the chairman summed up, and upon putting the vote to the 
meeting, the first four heads were decided in the negative, and the 
remaining head, namely, remoteness of damage, in the affirmative. 
Law Srupents’ Depatine Socrety.—At a meeting of the society, held 
on the 3rd of February, 1914 (Mr. C. F. Woodbridge in the chair), the 
subject for debate was ‘‘ That this house advocates the abolition of 


capital punishment.”’ 


H. G. Meyer seconded in the affirmative. 
Messrs. D. L. Strelitski, C. H. Woolrych, E. 8. Richards, R. F. 
Mattingley, A. T. Amand, H. K. Turner, A. J. Lay, W. M. Pleadwell.. 
The motion was lost by four votes. 


spoke : 


and C. R. Morden. 


Mr. A. R. Penny opened in the affirmative; Mr. 


The following members also 








Obituary. 





Baddiley, Raywood William 
taldwin, Oswald Victor 
Barker, Harold Frederic 
tayley, Thomas Leopold 
teardsley, Frank, 

Benton, Frank Boyfield 


Deacon, Gerald John Cole. 

de Rougement, Gerald Lisle Alex 
ander, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Duff, Douglas Garden, B.A. (Can 
tab.). 


lake, John Humphre;: M.A. Duke, Clement Bernard, 

(Oxon.) Failes, Wilfrid Hugh. 
tower, Basil Cedric. Finch, Fred James 
Brodrick, Edward, LL.B. (Vic- Geldard, Cyril John. 


Girling, Isaac Joseph. 

Gwyn, Arthur William. 

Hales, John Baseley, B.A. 
tab.). 

Hallam, Clement Thornton 

Handley, Harold. 

Hill, John Henry 

Holden, Timothy 


toria) 
Brooks, Eric Sydney Clifford 
Burton, Maurice Edward 
Cabrera, William Joseph 
Carter, Charles Harold. 
Cholmeley, Hugh Valentine 
Clegg, Frank Cecil, B.A, (Oxon.). 
Cotton, Gerald Vincent 


(Can- 


| days’ illness. 
| family, one of his ancestors being Thomas Snagge, of Marston Mortegne, 


Judge Sir T. W. Snagge. 


His Honour Judge Sir Thomas William Snagge, K.C.M.G., judge 
of county courts, Oxfordshire, and Recorder of Woodstock, died on 
the 1st inst. at his residence, Cadogan-gardens, Chelsea, after a few 
Sir Thomas Snagge belonged to an old Bedfordshire 


Speaker of the House of Commons in the reign of Queen Elizabeth. 
He was born in 1837, and was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, 
where he took honours in classics and ethics, graduating as Master 
of Arts in 1863. He was made an honorary LL.D. of Dublin in 1904; 
he had become an honorary M.A. of Oxford in 1895, with honorary 
membership of Oriel College. 

Sir Thomas Snagge was called to the bar in 1864, and joined the 
Home Circuit. He was junior counsel to the Board of Trade from 1881 
to 1883, and was Commissioner under the Municipal Corporation Act, 
1882. In 1880 he was appointed as the sole Commissioner to conduct 
the inquiry and draw up the report which led to the passing of the 
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Criminal Law Amendnient Act, 1885. He was the British delegate at 
the International Diplomatic Conference on the White Slave Traffic in 
Paris in 1902, and the senior delegate to represent Great Britain at the 
International Congress on the same subject in Paris in 1906. He was 
admitted in Washington in 18/5 to the bar of the United States. 

Sir Thomas Snagge was appointed in 1883 a county court judge, and 
he was on the Oxford circuit at the time of his death. He wrote a 
book on ‘‘ The Evolution of the County Court.’’ He held, says the 
Times, strong views on the overloading of the county courts with work, 
and he described as an ‘‘ odious and dreadful system’’ the making of 
orders in judgment summonses against persons who could hardly keep 
body and soul together. He was also a determined opponent of the 
system of imprisonment for debt, which he stigmatized as ‘‘a barbarous 
and baneful system.” 

He was knighted in 1903, and created a Knight Commander of St. 
Michael and St. George in 1912. He was a justice of the peace and a 
deputy-lieutenant, and had been Recorder of Woodstock since 1912. 

The late judge married, in 1866, Maria Frances, eldest daughter of 
the late Mr. E. J. Morgan, of St. Petersburg. She died in 1907. He 
leaves three sons, Mr. T. Mordaunt Snagge, Mr. Harold Snagge, and 
Commander Arthur Snagge, R.N., and five daughters, one of whom is 
the Hon. Mrs. Bernard Barrington and another Lady Gull, wife of Sir 
William Cameron Gull. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


The King has approved the appointment of Wittiam Warwick Buck 
LAND, M.A., Senior Tutor of Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge, to 
be Regius Professor of Civil Law in the University of Cambridge, in 
succession to Professor E. C. Clark, resigned. The new professor 
entered Gonville and Caius College in 1881. He was a scholar of the 
college, and headed the list of the Law Tripos in 1884, when he was 
awarded the Chancellor’s medal for legal studies. In 1887 he was 
elected a Fellow of Caius, and has been law lecturer there since 1895, 
and tutor since 1903. Mr. Buckland has written several books which 
have commanded the attention of the learned in the legal world. In 
1908 he published ‘* The Roman Law of Slavery ’’; in 1911, ‘‘ Equity in 
Roman Law ’”’; in the following year he issued ‘‘ The Elementary Prin- 
ciples of Roman Law’’; and he was joint author with the late Mr. 
G. B. Finch of a selection of cases on the English Law of Contract. 
Mr. Buckland is a barrister of the Inner Temple, and at present senior 
among the tutors of Caius. 


Mr. AvBert Gray, K.C., and Mr. Ernest M. Pottock, K.C., have 
been elected Benchers of the Inner Temple. 


The Attorney-General, with the approval of his Majesty, has 
appointed Mr. JoHN Horace Rounp, D.u., LL.D., to be Honorary 
Historical Adviser to the Crown in Peerage Cases. Dr. Round has for 
many years past gratuitously placed his services at the disposal of 
those who advise the Crown in connection with cases of this character. 
Dr. Round has, says the Times, long had a great reputation as an 
antiquary and historian. Born in 1854, he was at Balliol, and obtained 
a first class in modern history. He is the author of ‘Studies in 
Peerage and Family History,’’ 1900; ‘‘ Peerage and Pedigree,’ 1910; 
and ‘‘The King’s Serjeants,”’ 1911; also ‘‘ Geoffrey de Mandeville,”’ 
‘* Feudal England,’ ‘‘ The Commune of London,”’ ‘‘ Calendar of Docu- 
ments Preserved in France,’’ and smaller works, as well as contribu- 
tions to the ‘Dictionary of National Biography,’ ‘‘The Complete 
Peerage,” ‘‘The Victoria County History,’’ ‘‘ Domesday Studies,’’ and 
the historical and archelogical periodicals. 

The following solicitors have been appointed justices of the peace 
for the city of Norwich :—Mr. E. E. Bryrn, B.A., LL.D., first Lord 
Mayor of Norwich, and hon. secretary of the Norfolk and Norwich 
Incorporated Law Society, who was admitted in 1878; and Mr. WALTER 
GeorGE STEVENS, who was admitted in 1881. 

Mr. Crement E. Strrepwick has been appointed Assistant King’s 
Proctor, in the place of Mr. W. Brown, retired. Mr. Stredwick has 
been principal clerk in the King’s Proctor’s Office for some years. 





Changes in Partnership. 


Dissolutions, 


CHARLES Raprorp FREEMAN, ARTHUR FREEMAN, and CHARLES KEITH 
Jaco Rooke, solicitors (Freeman & Son), 30a, George-street, Hanover- 
square, London. Jan. 31. The said Charles Radford Freeman and 
Arthur Freeman will continue to practise in partnership at the same 
address. [Gazette, Feb. 3. 





General. 


At the opening of the Devon Assizes at Exeter, on Monday, it was 
announced that Mr. Justice Lawrence was unable to sit in the nisi prius 
court, having developed a chill since his arrival in the city. He attended 
Divine service at the Cathedral on Sunday morning. Mr. J. A. Hawke, 

-C., Recorder of Plymouth, sat as Commissioner in that court for the 
day. Other arrangements had to be made for the trial of cases for 
which Mr. Hawke had been briefed. 





EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED 1844. 


DIRECTORS. 
Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq. Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq. 


James Austen-Cartmeli, Esq. L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 

Alexander Dingwal! Bateson, Esq., K.C. | Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 

Felix Cassel, Esq., K.C., M.P. William Maples, Esq. 

Edmund Church, Esq. Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 

Philip G. Collins, Eeq. Edward Moberly, Esq. , 5 
Robert William Dibdin, Esq. The Right Hon, Lord Justice Phillimore 
fir Kenelm E. Digby, G.C.B., K.C. Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C. 

Sir Howard W. Elphinstone, Bart. Tne Hon. Charles Russell, 

Richard L. Harrison, Esq. | H. P. Bowling Trevanion, Esq, 


FUNDS EXCEED - ~ £5,000,000. 


All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Reversions ani Life Interests Purchased. 
Loans on Approved Securities entertained on Favourable Terms, 
W. P. PHELPS, Actuary and Secretary . 


W.C. 





It was stated on Thursday that Mr. Justice Lawrence was progressing 
favourably. 

It has now been finally decided, says the 7'imes correspondent at The 
Hague, to found an Academy of International Law there. The capital 
supplied by Dr. Goedkoof and the heirs of the late M. Asser will be 
used for the purpose, and a considerable portion of the cost of main 
tenance will be defrayed by large annual contributions from the 
Carnegie endowment for international peace. The Academy will be 
housed in the Palace of Peace, and will have an international com- 
mittee of management composed of ex-presidents of the Institute of 
International Law, 

Mr. Conolly, a defendant in the case of Keats v. Conolly and Others, 
which was down for hearing before Mr. Justice Darling and a special 
jury, applied on Tuesday that the case might be heard by another judge. 
He said that he had heard his lordship’s summing up in a recent case, 
and he would like this case to be tried by another judge. Mr. Justice 
Darling : Nothing would give me greater pleasure. The applicant : 
And me also, your lordship, if I may say so with respect. Mr. Justice 
Darling : Then we will try and oblige one another. Mr. McCall, K.C., 
for the plaintiff, opposed the application, but his lordship said that 
he would let the case stand over to be tried by another judge. The 
applicant must pay the costs thrown away by the application being 
made at the last minute. 

At the rising of the court last Saturday morning, Mr. Justice Darling 
said that, with reference to statements made as to the state of business 
in the courts, he was sorry to say that then, at 11 o’clock in the morn- 
ing, there was absolutely nothing more to go on with. Yesterday 
there were six Order XIV. cases set down for trial, three of which 
had been withdrawn, and the others put down for him to try. 
One of these had been settled; in another the defendant did not 
appear, and in the third there was no defence. Two of them were 
moneylenders’ actions. There were now no Order XIV. cases awaiting 
trial at all. In these circumstances it seemed to him that they would 
have to go on with ordinary jury cases on Saturdays, however incon- 
venient that might be—as they were told it would be—to litigants. 

The Labour Party, says*the Zimes, will raise the question of the 
deportation of the South African Labour leaders in the House of 
Commons at the earliest possible moment by an official amendment 
to the Address. It is the party’s intention to frame this amendment 
so as to raise the issues involved in the widest possible form. It has 
been suggested that legal proceedings may be taken in this country 
against the captain of the Umgeni for false imprisonment, but no 
definite decision can be come to until the deported men have arrived. 
There is a general expectation in Labour circles here that some such 
action will be taken, but it must be initiated by the deported men. 
It is understood that they will be backed in any such proceedings by 
the whole weight of the Labour Party. It is further stated that the 
issues discussed by Professor Morgan in his letter which appeared in 
the Times of the 2nd inst. have been under the consideration of fhe 
executive committee of the Labour Party and their legal advisers. 


All the foreign Diplomatic Missions here, says the Constantinople 
correspondent of the Times, have protested to the Porte against the in- 
creasing frequency of violations of diplomatic extra-territoriality, and 
have demanded that adequate measures be taken to prevent any recur- 
rence of such incidents. The Porte has apologised to the Netherlands 
Minister for the recent infraction by Turkish military police of the 
right of asylum in his Legation, but this incident is not yet closed. 
To this the 7'imes adds the following note :—The direct cause of these 
diplomatic protests was the arrest (reported in the 7'imes of the 26th 
of January) of an Albanian ex-deputy named Hassan Basri Bey, who 
had taken refuge in the grounds of the Netherlands Legation at Pera. 
Notwithstanding an immediate protest from the Dutch Legation, Hassan 
Basri Bey appears not to have been released. The joint action of all 
the Constantinople Embassies and Legations in this matter is doubtless 
due in part to the recalcitrance of the Ottoman authorities and in part 
to the previous violation of Russian extra-territoriality by the arrest 
of Kavakli Mustafa on board a Russian vessel. 
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A memorial has been sent to the Prime Minister, praying him to 
receive a deputation with a view to the introduction, as a Government 
measure in the Session of 1914, of a Bill for abolishing prosecutions 
for blasphemy. The signatories include, in addition to a number of 
authors, artists, university professors, and members of Parliament, 
Canon Cheyne, the Rev. Dr. James Drummond, Professor Archibald 
Duff, Dr. J. Estling Carpenter, Archdeacon Escreet, Dr. Rendel Harris, 
the Rev. F. A. Simpson, and the Rev. T. P. Spedding. 

Mr. Howard Martin, an official referee under the Finance (1909-10) 
Act, 1910, has, says the 7'imes, given his award in the case of Stevens v. 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue, an appeal against the levying 
of undeveloped Jand duty on the Ivy Cricket Ground, Honor Oak. 
The referee has decided that the land, which is equipped with dressing 
rooms and so forth, is used for a business, trade, or industry other than 
agriculture, and is therefore exempt from undeveloped land duty. The 
Commissioners are ordered to pay the appellant’s costs. 


Acting for the executors of the late Sir Ford North, Messrs. Edwin 
Fox, Bousfield, Burnetts, & Baddeley last week offered twenty £150 
shares (£75 paid in the ‘Serle-street and Cook’s-court Improvement 
Company The company was incorporated by special Act of Parlia 
ment, 1872, further powers being granted in 1878. The company was 
formed for the purpose of acquiring certain land in Serle-street and 
Carey-street upon which the building known as New Court stands. 
The shares are of the value of £150 each, with £75 per share called up 
and pa d, and they realised £30 each. 

Not a few eminent men, says the Globe, would have led very different 
lives if all the offers of judyveships had been accepted Lord Knutsford, 
who has recently died, would probably have ended his days as a county 


court judge if he had not declined the offer he received Two judges 
in comparatively recent years—Sir Kenelm Digby and Sir M. D 
Chalmer left tl county court bench to become Permanent Under 
Secretaries at the Home Office, but such instances of promotion are 
extremely rare. One of the most famous modern chief justices had the 
wisdom to refuse a county court judgeship while he was junior Lord 
tussell of Killowen was given by Lord Westbury the chance of pre- 
siding in a county court 


At Gloucestershire Assizes on the Wth of January, says the 7'imes, 


h harge to the grand jury, said that one of 


Mr Justice Serutton, in 

the cases in the calendar istrated the difficulties attending the grand 
jury stem \ man wa harged with an offence against a married 
woman, and the defencé is that of consent When the grand jury 
came to hear the evidence they would probably feel very grave doubt 
whether it was a case in which a petty jury would convict. He could 


t. however, direct them to throw out the bill If they threw out 


m 
the bill, it would be practically equivalent to finding the woman guilty 
of adultery It was not technically su, but it would be so taken. The 
grand jury would consider whether it was right that a woman should 
be practically found guilty of adultery in private—that was, if they 
thought of ignoring the bill; or whether she had not the right to say 
that. if such a charge vere to be found against her, it should be done 


in public, as the prisoner would be found guilty in public if he were 
convicted 


Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, sitting in the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division, referred on Tuesday to Mr. William Brown, who 
retired from the post of Assistant King’s Proctor on Monday last, in 
the following term | do not think that it is usual to do what I am 
going to do, but I think that, from our great knowledge of Mr. William 
Brown, I should say how I regret to find that he, at the age-limit, has 
had to give up his post of Assistant King’s Proctor. We have all 
known him a great number of years, and he has always done his duty, 
and I am sorry that we shall not now get the benefit of his experience. 
It is unusual that I should say this, but I think that we have known 
him for upwards of forty years helping us in this work.”’ Mr. Willock, 
on behalf of the Bar, said: ‘‘ We all sympathise with him on his re- 
tirement.”’ 


A memorandum (No. 3) of the Local Government Board relative to 








the operation of the Housing. Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, and the | 


earlier housing Acts as amended by that Act which has been issued as 


a White Paper [Cd. 7,206], gives, among other matter, in a brief form | 


all the information in the possession of the Board as to the progress 
made by local authorities in regard to tl® preparation of town planning 


schemes. On the 3lst of December, 1913, two schemes submitted by | 
one local authority, and dealing with 3,762 acres, had been finally | 


approved by the Board. Three schemes, affecting 6,503 acres, had been 
prepared by three other local authorities and submitted to the Board 
for approval, and 47 schemes, affecting 70,900 acres. had been author 
ized by the Board to be prepared or adopted by 37 local authorities. 
Applications from 14 local authorities for authority to prepare 14 
schemes, affecting 29,761 acres, were under the consideration of the 
Board, and in 17 other cases the Board had information that the pre- 
liminary notices had been given by local authorities with a view to 


applications being made for authority to prepare schemes. In 119 } 


other cases the local authorities were known to the Board to have had 
the matter under consideration. It is stated, in conclusion, that the 
regulations governing the procedure in regard to town planning schemes 
have been in force some three and a half years, and, in view of the 
experience gained and representations made in favour of certain amend- 
ments, the Board contemplate a revision of the regulations at an early 
date. 
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If you need a tonic, 
you need the best tonic! 


And the best tonic is Sanatogen! 
That has been proved beyond the 
shadow of a doubt. 


It was proved at the International 
Medical Congress last August, when a 
committee of the cleverest living physicians 
gave their highest possible award to 
Sanatogen—and only to Sanatogen—among 
all other tonics and nutrients. 


Do you fully grasp what this means to you ? 
Where your health is concerned you cannot 
safely experiment with inferior or doubtful 
preparations. Jf you need a tonic, you need the 
best tonic’ You need Sanatogen! It is the 
only thing you can depend on to bring about a 
real improvement in your health, and especially 
in the health of your nervous system. Send this 
coupon zow for a Free Sample and a Booklet 
explaining the many uses of Sanatogen. 


(Of all Chemists, from 1/9. per tin.) 
Free Sample. 


A. WULFING & CO., 12, Chenies Street, London, W.C. 
Please send me a Sample of Sanatogen and a Booklet. 
Name 
Address 


S. 197/642a. 
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Wary Pay Rent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the ScortisH TEMPERANCE Lire Assurance Co. (Limrrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. *Phone 6002 Bank.—(Advt.) 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone: City 377;7 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 








Tre ‘‘Oxrorp” Srcrronan Bookcase appeals not only to book- 
lovers, but to everyone who is weary of the usual bulky type of sec- 
tional bookcase. Perfect in workmanship, handsome in appearance, 
and moderate in cost, it is the book-lover’s ideal home for his books. 
Free booklet, describing the only perfect sectional bookcase, may be 
had from the manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford.—(Advt.) 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Mr. Justice 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice 
ROTA. No. 1 JOYCE. WARRINGTON, 
Monday Feb. 9 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Church Mr, Jolly Mr. Greswell 
Tuesday ....10 Jolly Farmer ~Greswell Church 
Wednesday ..11 Greswell Synge Borer Leach 
Thursday ....12 Leach Jolly Synge Porrer 
Friday ......13 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Synge 
Saturday ....14 Gold-chmidt Greswell Bloxam Jolly 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
< NEVILLE. EVE. SARGANT. ASTBURY. 
Monday Feb. 9 Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday ....10 Rioxam Borrer Synge Goldschmidt 
Wednesday ..11 Farmer Tolls Bloxam Church 
Thursday ....12 Church Bloxam Goldschmidt Gre well 
Friday ......13 Greswell Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 
Saturday ....14 Leach Farmer Chureh Borr.r 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

February 10.—Messrs. Wrarnerstr. & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, Jan. 10). 

February 11.--Messrs. Rostws, Gore & Meeorr, at the Mart, at 2: Freshold and 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, back page, Jan. 31). 

February 17.—Messrs. Tavecoop & Martin, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, Jan, 31). 

February 18.—Messrs. Trottorx, at the Mart: Town House (see advertisement, 
back page, Jan 17). » 

February 18.—Messre. Dovetas Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2; Leasehold 
Ground Rents (see advertisement, back page. Jan. 31). 


Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHRANCERY. 
London Gazette - FRIDAT, Jan 30. 

BRIGHT'S ELECTRIC PtctuRES, Ltp.—Crelitors are required. on or before Mar 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to Newsome 
rhwaite, jun, 47, Temple row, Birmingham, liquidator. 

E. T. HOLDSWORTH & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, 'on or before Feb 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 

_ Hinsley Lee, 5, Bank st, Bradford, liquidator. 

FORTUNA Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 12, to send their names 
an! addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Handel Wells, 
6, Queen st pl, liquidator. 

LONDON STEREOTYPE WORKS. LTD (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
b-fore Mar 13, to send their names and adresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Rueben Lane, 33, Waterloo st, Birmingham, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep ry Cmanorey. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 3 

A. E. T. Hassatu, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send their 
names and addresses, ani the particulara of their debts or claims, to James 
William Bray Brown, Prudentiai Bidgs, Corporation st, Birmingham, or John Edward 
Kenneth Bache, 109, Colmore row, Birmingham, liquidators. 

JOSEPH WILLIAMSON & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert 
Edward Chadwick, 6, Hamnet st, Hy-’e, liquidator. 

LEcomTEs Foop PATENTS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 

_Jabn, 16, London st, liquidator. 

NORTHUMBERLAND STEAM FISHING Co, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Feb 10, tosend their names and addresses, and the particulars 

; of their debts or claims, to Thomas Melrose, Fish Quay, North Shields, liquidator. 

SOUTHC 4URCH-ON-SEA ESTATES SYNDICATE, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Feb 27, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to K. Costley White, Thorpe Hall, Thorpe Bay, Essex, liquidator. 











Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Jan. 30. 
Rort, Bory & Co, Lrp. 
THE PontyPRIDD HERBAL BREWERY ©o, Ltp. 
T. Stacey & Co, Lrp. 
AFRIC SYNDICATE, LTD. 
Esko LIGHT AND POWER CONSTRUCTION Co, Ltp. 





BREGUET AEROPLANES, LTD. 


JACKSON RUSSELL & Co, LTD. 
LONDON-PARIS OIL AND RUBBER TRUST, LTD. 

PITTLER UNIVERSAL ROTARY MACHINE SYNDICATE, LTD. 
NEW INGRAM FINANCE AND INVESTMENT Co, LTD. 
MANCHESTER HOTEL SYNDICATE, LTD, 

HOUGH AND POWELL, LTD. 

HoveuH Bros. & Co, Lrp. 

BRITISH AND CANADIAN LEAD Co, LTD, 

ROSEWARNE, ! TD. 

GOLBORNE LIBERAL CLUB Co, LTD. 

KASTERN AND GENERAL ASSOCIATION, LTD. 

FortTUNA Co, LTpD. 
London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, Feb. 3, 
8. F. Hopars & Co, Lrp. 

RRITISH COLONIAL COLONIZATION Co, LTD, 

LECOMTE'S FOOD PATENTS, LTD, 

Koosk, LTD. 

HARTSHORN, SMITH & Co, LTD, 

J. E. TuRNER & Co, LTb. 

AFRICA No. 1 Promotions, LTD, 

NATAL GRAPHITE AND MINERAL MINES, LTD, 
SOUTHCHURCH-ON-SEA ESTATES SYNDICATE, LTD. 

Percy Bray, Son & Co, LTD, 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 


\London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 23. 
ABBIS, CHAR! ES, Harlington, Beds, Blacksmith Feb28 Tfanqueray, Ampthill, Beds 
BALMAIN, MARY ELIZABETH, Ulster ter, Regent’s Park Feb 19 Hopgood & Dowsons, 
Spring gdns 
BATEMAN, ELIZA ANNE, Clifton, Bristol 
BATHE, WILLIAM, Welsford st, Bermondsey Feb 2u 
Televraph st 
Biaas, Jesstv, Felden st, Fulham Feb 23 Parfitt, Fulham rd 
sOWMAN, ELIZABETH, Wallasey, Chester Feb 23 Jackson, Liverpool 
BROWN, Mary, Reculver, Kent Mar 20 Mowll & Mowill, Canterbury — 
CALLAWAY, JOHN, Nove, Sussex Feb24 Penniger & Co, Westbury, W ilts ; 
CHAMBERLAIN, ARTHUR, Moor Green Hall, pr Birmingham Maris Pinsent & Co, 
Birmingham 
CHANDLER, MATILDA, Devizes, Wilts Mar 6 , 
CLARKE, WALTER, Southampt n st, Camb srwell Feb 20 Martin & Haslett, Philpot In 
CoMPsToyv, WILLIAM, C.nderhill, Sedgley, Staffs Feb 19 Thorne& Co, Wolverhampton 
Cowky, WILLTAM RICHARD Cisrtsey Mav 1 Thompsons & Co, East India av_ 
DENHAM, AMELIA NIXON, Alderbrook rd,Clapnim’ Feb 24 Tomlin & Dinwiddy, Old 


Burlington st 4 

DOVE, MARTHA AUGUSTA, Oxton, Birkenhead Jan31 H L&W P Reade, Congleton 

DOWNEY, Mary, Great Ayton, Yorks Marl Belk & Co, Middlesborough d 

FELLOWE, Sir Joun, KCB, Roestock Hall, nr St Albans, Heris Feb 14 Hedding & 
Clark. St Albans 

GRAVES, JOHN, skirbeck, Lincoln Mar7 ; : 

OUISA JANE, Ixworth, Suffolk Feb 6 Bankes & Co, Bury St Edmund's 

. EMMA, Cheltenham. Publisher Feb 24 Heath & Eckers all, Cheltenham 

tY, DAVID JOSIAH, Liverpool, Grocer Mar2 Linusay, Liverpo»l 

HASTE, GEORGE Colne, Lancs Feb5 Ratclite & Greeawood, Bradford 

HASTWELL, ELIZABETH. Blackpool Feb14 Butcher, Blackpool ; 

HERZFELD, MICHAEL, Marlborough mans, Cannon hil Feb 23 Osborn & Osborn, Cole- 


man st 
HOPKNIS, EDWIN ARTHUR, Bath, Decorator Feb 26 Stone & Co, Bath . 
HOWLEY, MARY KATE, Granville pl, Portman sq Feb 23 Garvey, c/o Messrs Wing & 
Eade, 1, Grays inn square 
HUSBAND, Marie, York Marl Cobb & Son, York 
JOLLY, ALFRED, Bradford, Grocer Feb 5 Ratciiffe & Greenwood, Bradford 
KAY, SARAH, Heaton Norris, Lancs Mar 6 Scholes & Farrington, Manchester — 
LEVY, CAROLINE, Grosvenor rd, Highbury New Park Feb 20 Edeil & Co, King st, 
Cheapside . ; tes 
MINNS, HORACE, Old Oak! rd, [Shdpherd’s Bush Feb 23 Goddard, Clemaut’s inn, 








Feb 28 Hunt & Co, Bristol 
Miller & Co, 3t Stephen's chmbrs, 


Radcliffe, Devizes 


Jebb & Tunaard, Boston, Lincs 






Strand : tye 

NEWLING. Rev WILL'AM EpGAR, Midsomer Norton, Somerset Feb 25 Stone & Co, 
sath 

28 Reynolds & 


OWEN, JOHN, |Northwold rd, Upper Clapton, Warehouseman Feb 
Miles, Basinzhall st 

PILLINR, MARV ELLEN, Salford, Lanes Feb 24 , ’ 

Piper, RosE Lyncroft gins, West Hampstead Feb 28 Burchell & Uo, Vie oria st 

PULLON, GEORGE, Sheffield, Generaf Dealer Feb 16 Whitwo:th, Not.ingham | 

RABAN, Rev RICHARD CHARLES WILLIAM, Bishops Hull, Somerset Feb 28 Channer & 
Channer, Taunton 

RAWLINSON, ARTHUR, Pendlebury, Lancs Mar7 Sale & Co, Manchester 

RES, DAVID, Ozmore Vale,Glam Jan 24 Henton, Bridgend — . 

REYNOLDS, HENRIETTA, Handsworth Feb 21 Bache & Sons. West Bromwich 

ROE, ALFRED HENRY, Piccadilly, Mar 6 Macdonald & Stacey, Norfolk st, Strand 

ROSENVINGE, ODIN, Whitley Bay, Saips’ Store Mercuant Feb 23 Dodds, Newcastle-upon- 


Lawton & Co, Manchester 


Tyne ° 
SAYER, HARRIET, Herne Bay, Kent Mar 20 Mowll & Mowll, Canterbury 
Simpson, JOHN STEWART, Harrington, Cumberland, Coalowner Feb 28 Brown & Co, 
White aven -_ 
SOULE, HELEN Loursa, Sandhurst, Gloucester Mar 16 Brookes & Badham, Tewkes- 
bury 
SPRANGLE, LILY LovuIsA, Shandon rd, Clapham Mar 1 
Tooley st 
STED\LL, ALFRED, Denmark hill Feb 25 Chapple & Son, Gresham st 
STEWARD, AMELIA, Heigham, Norwich Feb 20 Foster & Co, Norwich " ‘ 
STRACEY, RUEBEN GEORGE Watford, Herts, Wholesale Confectioner Keb 17 Mann & 
Crimp, Essex st, Strand 
STREET, KATE HARDING, Cambridge Feb 28 
STUART. JAMES, Rt Hon, Carrow Abbey, Norwich 
Norwich . . 
TATTEKSALL, Rota East Bergholt, Suffolk Feb 23 Stow & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
TOMLINSON, ELIZABETH, Brinklow, nr Coventry, Warwick Mar2 saunders & Co, 
Birmingham . 
VoOWLES, FREDERIOK, Perrymead st, Fulham Feb 23 Parfitt, Fulham rd 
WALLACg, ISABELLA, Hyde Park gdns Mar9 Budi & Co, Austin friars ; 
WATSON, PEECIVAL HUMBLE, Worcester Park, Surrey, Physician Mar5 Brown & Son, 
Newcastle upon I'yne : 
WHITE, Col THOMAS PILKINGTON, Torquay Feb 28 Harwards & Evers, Stourbridge 
WILKINSON, T40MAS, Harriseahead, Staffs, Grocer Feb 20 Hollingshead, Tunstall 
WINCH, OcTAVIA, Gosport, Hants Feb 2v Palmer, Gosport 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan 27. 
ANDERSON, KENNETH LOCKWOOD MORRISON, Swanage Feb2s Taylor, Great James st 
BARNETT, CHARLOTTE, Tunbridge Wells Feb 13 Buss & Levett, Tuubridge Wells 
BRADFORD, MaRY ANN, Bath Feb 28 Forward & Sons, Axminster 
CHEADLE, HUGH WALTER, Felstead, Essex Feb 23 Rustall, Salisbury House, London 
Wall 
CLARKE, WILLIAM HENRY, Tim»erley, Chester Mar13 J & E Whitworth, Manchester 
CLARKSON, CHARLOTTE, Bradford Mari2 Rawnsley & Peacock, Bradford 


Huntley & Son, Bank chmbrs, 


RC &S Burrows, Cambridge 
Feb 28 Cozens-Hardy & Jewson, 
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COSTER, ELIZABETH ATKINSON, The Green, Lower Edmonton Mar 2 Woolley & 
Whitworth, Great Winchester st 

Cox, HARRIET, Newport, Mon Feb 26 Vizard & Son, Monmouth 

DOUGLAS, ARCHIBALD, Eastbourne Mar3 Collins & Co, Liverpool 

ENTWILTLE, MARY, Oswald:wistle, Lancs Feb28 Reddish & Heys, Church 

FREAR, ISAAC TAYLOR, Distingtoo, Cumberland Cab Proprietor Feb 28 Paisley & 
Co, Workington 

GRIMSHAW, PeTxr, Oswaldtwistle Feb 28 Reidish & Heys, Church 

HANSON, ESTHER, Southport Feb 16 Brown & Co, Southport 

HEARN, ANDREW JOHN, Buckland, Portsmouth, General Dealer Feb 1 Glanville & 
Glanville, Portsmouth 

HICKMAN, RicHaRo PENN, Perton Mill, ne Wolverhampton, Farmer Feb 16 Hall, 
Wolverhampton 

HILL, VINCENT WALKER, MVO, Whitehall ct, Westminster Mar 1 Hall, Old Change, 
C rea pside 

Kenny, Joun, Harwich Feb22 Ward & C», Harwich 

LAMB, CHARLOTT#, Nottingham Feb’s Walker & tlanson, Nottingham 

LITTLER, CAROLINE ANN <, Sutton Colifield, Warwick Feo 21 Miller, Walsa!l 

MARRIO‘(T, ANN, Southampton Mar 14 Aldridge, Southampton 

Meryon Lieut THoMas CHALMERS, RN, Newport, Fife Feb 24 Adams & Colvile, 
Frederick's pl 

Moons, WILLIAM Henery, Hedoesford, Maoufacturing Ciothler Feb 23 
Birmingham 

MORRIS, George, Bryanston st, Marglebone? Mar31 Turner & Sons, Leadenhall st 

Morsey, Ettza Jane, Hove, Sussex Feb 25 Cushmin, trignton 

NELSON, JAN#, Edeworth, Lancs Feb Hindle & Uv, Eigworch 

Newsury. Hesry, Hastings Feb 2s Meadows & Co, Hastings 

PE«XRIN, MARY, West Eiling Feb 23 Rollit & Co, Mincing la 

QUARITOM, B+ RNARD ALFRED, Grafton st, Bond st Mar 6 Rye & Eyre, Golien aq 

RAD, EL(zaperTH, Twyford Hants Mar 2 Warner & Kirby, Winchester 

ROCKET, AMELIA, Axminster Feb 23 Forward @ Sons, Axminsier 

RYDER, THOMAS MOXON, Brassey sq, Battersea Mar luv Radcliffes & Hood, Oraven st 

SANDERS, HENRY ConKaD, Southall, Middix Feb 23 Ashford, (reat Marloorouzh st 

SMITH, THOMAS PENNINGTON, Liverpool, House Furnisher Feb 28 Matthew & Co, 
Liverpool 

WELLS, JouN, Walsall, Mechanical Engineer Mar2 Stockdale, Wednesbury 

W#rre, Georges, Bash Hill Park, Middix Mar” Piesse & Sons, Old Jewry chmbrs 

WILBERFORCE, WILLIAM Bast, Markiugton, Yorks Mar 4 Norris & Norris, Bedford 
row 

WILKINSON, ELLs Bradford, Egz Merchant Feb 23 Saville, Bradford 

WILLIAMS, GEORLE THOMAS, Cardiff Mar v4 Francis & Cvoke, Cardiff 

WILLOUGHBY, Ropert Le Mesurier, Leckhamptov, Cneltenham Mar 25 Williams, 
Cheltenham 


jea'e & Co, 


London Gazette,_Fripay, Jan. 30 


ADAMS, ANTHONY ALLAN, Worcester Marl Green & Co, Southampton 

ARKLE, RICHARD NaYLonr, York ter, Regent's park, Barrister at Law Feb2s Gibbons, 
Liverpool! & Co 

BATCHELOR, WILLIAM, Sheffield, Tea Merchant Feb 28 Simpson & Sons, Sheffield 

BAXT#R, EMILY, Barnoldswick, Yorks Feb 2s Charlesworth & Wood, Skipton 

BLACKMAN, JOHN, Alphington, Devon Feo 27 Brown, Exeter 

BLUMER, JOHN, Sunderiand F.b28 Kelso & Co, Sunderland 

CALLAWAY, JOHN, Hove, Suss*x Feb 24 Pinaiger & Co, Westbury, Wilts 

CASfLk, SAMUEL, Exeter, Huilder Feb 27 Brown, Exeter 

CatTos, ANN, Gayton, Norfolk, Feb 28 Hicks, Moorgate Station chmbrs 

CLARKE, JOSEPH, Whittingstall rd, Fulham Mar 16 Allward, Grays inn eq 

CLisseT, JAMES, Cheltenham, Bank Minager Mur 2 Baylis, Cheitenham 

Coopgr, MARY, Edgbaston Hirmingham Mar 2 Gateley « Suns, Birwiogham 

Court, EpiItH Mary, Kingston on Thames Feb 28 Goddard & Co Ciement’s inn 
Strand 

CRONSHAW 
Accrington 

DAVIDSON, FREDERICK ROBERT, Hastings Mari6 Tyler, Clemerts inn 

FARLEY, ALICE, Chariotte st, Fitzroy sq Mari6 Aliward, Gray's Inn ay 

GRIGER, CAROLINE, Chertsey Feb 26 Williams & James, Norfolk House, Thames Em 
bankment 

GELDART, JouN -EDWARD, Northgate, Dirlington, Licensed Victualler Marl Barron 
& Smith, Darlington 

GRIMSHAW, HAROLD, Longsight, Manchester, Train Indicator Mar7 Stott & Pogmore, 
Manchester 

HARDMAN. ALOISA ANNRETTA, Valletta, Malta Mari Green & Co, Southampton 

Harper, Joun Wayter, Woodf wd Green, Essex Ma-13 bond, Leadenhall st 

HINCHLIFFE AMANDA, Southport April ll Sutclitfes, Hebden Bridze 

firspes, EDMUND James, Norwich, Estate Agent Feb 28 Daynes & Co, Norwich 

Hines, DANIEL, Friday st, Upholsterers’ Warehouseman Feb27 iimbrell & veighton, 
Cannon st 

HisLor, JAMES, Plaistow, Essex Feb28 Carr & Co, Rood In 

KENNEDY, AKCHIBALD, Clifton, Bristol Mar 21 Barry & Harris, Rristol 

Kenworthy, Dora Hareiat, Harrogate Mari Raworth & Uo, Harrogate 

LANCASTER, WILLIAM, H-swall, Cheshire Feb 28 Hindley, Liverpool 

LIGHTFOOT, ELLEN, Kelsall, nr Chester Feb 14 Brassey, Chester 

MASTER, (HATUKBHAI-GANGADAS, Manchester Mar? Hall & Co, Manchester 

MONTEFIORE, HERBERT BaRKOW, Belsize av, Hampstead Feb 27 Crawfoid & Co, 
Cannon st 

Moore, JAMES, Cullercoats, Northumberland Feb 21 
8 0.Co Durham 


GILes, Accrington, Fent Dealer Feb 28 Broughton & Broughton 


Nicholson & Mar.in, Stanley 


| SYDENHAM, RoneRt, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Bulb Merchant 


| Mcpek, Jonny, Exeter Feb 27 Brown, Exeter 
| OUIN, CHARLES, Herne hill Mar10 Ouin & Ouin, Basinghall st 


PEARCE, JANE, Upavon, Wilts Mar 2 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey 

PORTER, CHARLES PHILIP, Colyton, Devon, Grocer Feb 28 Forward & Sons, Axminster 

PRICE, PAMELA. Bournemouth Feb 26 Mooring & Co, Bournemouth 

oe ™, THOMAS OPENSHAW, Alderley Edge, Chester Marl4 Payne & Co, Man- 
chester 

RUTTER. JOSEPH, Hove, Suss°x, MD Mar2 Holmes & C>, Brighton 

SELF, ALICE MARY, Norwich Feb 28 Daynes & Co, Norwich 

SMITH, THOMAS, Birkenhead, Cartage Contractor Mari Keinhardt, Birkenhead 


| SPARROW, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Albrigiton Hall, n Shrewsbury Mar 1 Fowler & Co 


Wolverhampton , , 

SHARPE, OLIVER, Trinity st, Southwark Mar 14 Townsend & Sharpe, Gray's inn sq 

STEWARD, CAROLINE, Norwich Feb 28 Foster & Co, Norwich __ 

STEWARD, WALTER HOLDEN, Pontrilas, Hereford Mar.J4 Watkins, Pontrilas, Here- 
ford 

STONE, JANE, Exeter Feb 27 Brown, jun, Exeter 

SfONELL CHARLES, Studley rd, Clapham Mar 14 Ince & Co, St Bene’t chmbrs, Fen- 
church st 

SWIRE, JAMES, West View, nr Rockcliffe, Cumberland Feb 6 Bexdle & Son, Car- 


lisle 
Mar 13 Brooks & Monk, 
Birmingham 
CYLER, EVERILDA. Clifton, Bristol Feb 19 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 
WHEELER, GEORGE, Powell st, St Luke's, Jewel Case Manofacturer Mar 9 Boulton & 
Co, Northampton sq 
WINTERSON, ANNIE MARY, Redland, Bristol Mar 25 Meade-King & Co, Bristol 
Woop, MARGARET, Cowfold, Sussex Mar 7 French, Anerley 
ZOERS, SYBILLA AUGUSTE, Lyalrd, Ncerth Bow Feb23 Carr & Co, Rood In 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 3, 


ARBUTHNOT, CHARLES RAMSAY, Frome, Somerset Mar 1 Bridgman & Co, College hill 

ARKWRIGHT, THOMAS ASHCROFT, Preston Feb 25 Finch & Co, Preston 

BARRACLOUGH, GEORGE GREENHOUGH, Bradford Mar 1 Farrar & Co, Bradford 

BARRETT, AMEL'A, Cheltenham Feb26 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

BaTES, THOMAS, Hertford, Grocer Mar 25 Longmore & Co, Hertford 

BAYLISS, ALBERT EDWIN, Harborne, Birmingham, Steel Manufacturer Mar 18 Hvoper 
& Co, Birmingham 

BEAN, FREDERICK, Linwood, Lincoln Mar 1 Padley, Market Rasen, Lincs 

B /USFIELD, ANNIE, Leckhampton Hill, nr Cheltenham Mar 5 Peacock & Co, Liverpool 

BRADD, ANN, Brockham, nr Betchworth, Surrey Mar 14 Lee & Co, The Sanctuary, 
Westminster 

BUNNELL, JoNATHAN, Rochdale, Veterinary Surgeon Mar 7 
Rochdale 

CLAYTON, LAVINTA GEORGINA, Selsey, Sussex Feb 28 Dawes & Sons, Birchin In 

CoATES, JUDITH FEARBY, Harrogate, Mari15 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

DALTON, EMMA, Selly Park, nr Birmingham, Feb 21 Cooksey & Co, Old Hill, Staffs 

Davis, JANE, Hoa st, Walthamstow Feb 28 Mason & Co, High Hoiborn 

DUKE, ALLEN FORRESTER, Cheltenham Feb 26 Bubb & Co, Cheltenhan 

EDWARDS, ROBERT JOHN, Liverpool, Exchange Manager, Government Telephones Feb 23 
Thomas & Co, Liverpool 

FERGUSSON, ALEXANDER WRIGHTMAN, Brentford, Middlx Feb 28 Rushton & Co, Brent- 

“d 


Brierley & Hudson, 


FREELAND, THOMAS HENRY, Byfleet, Surrey, Ironmonger Fe 28 Gosling, Wey- 
bridge 

GILLILAN, AGNES ELIZA, Richmond, Surrey Feb 28 Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

GLOVER, JONAS, Harrogate Mar i4 Lawrence Ossett 

GWILLIAM, the Rev GkorGE HENRY, Reding 
lege hill 

HANNELL, EDWARD, Davies st, Berkeley sq, Grocer Mar3 Button & Co, Henrietta st 
Covent Gar ien 

HART, EDWARD, Bolton, Iron Turner Mar 12 Bals»aws, Bolton 

HorMANN, Epirus, Pinfold rd, Streatham Mar2 Clark, Eastche. 

Kensit, MARY ANS, Warwick Mar 25 Campbell & Co, Warwic 

LEAVERS, JoHN, Nottingham, Butcher Mar16 Acton & Marriott, Nottingham 

NAPIER, EMILY FLORENCE, Egremont, Wallasey, Cheshire Mar 2 Hindley, Liverpool 

NORRIE, SARAH MARY, Plymouth May 9 Murray, Plymouth 

PARKINSON, HANNAH, Alsager, Chester Mar 7 Holtom, Stoke upon Trent 

PERKINS, DANIEL, Mark t Deeplog, Lincs, Farmer Mar 1 Sharpe & Co, Market 
Deep ng 

PORTER, NAAMAN EDWARD, Bourne, Lincs Feb 28 Bell, Bourne 

SrpMoUTH, Kt Hon WILLIAM WELLS: Viscount, Eaton pl Mar 8 Kirby & Co, The 
“anctuary, Westminster 

SISLEY, THOMAS LAWRENCE, 
Bosanquet, Eastcheap 

STerHen, Marky RACHEL, Cheltenham Feb 26 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 

STEWARD, Louys\ CHARLoT(n, Weymouth Mari2 Andrews & Co, Weymouth 

TANDY, JOHN HOPEWELL TiMMs, Crowle, Worcester Mari4 Hulme, Worcester 

[TREHERNE, GORING APSLEBY, Linden gdns, Bayswater Mar 16 Stileman & Neate 
Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

WALES, Heyry, York Mari Peters, York 

WILSON-HERITAGE, EWNEST FREDERICK, Teneriffe, Durban, South Africa April 15 
Foss & Son, Lombard ct 

WORKMAN, HENRY WILLIAM, Slimbridge, Glos Mar 3 Scott & Son, Glances‘er 

YouneG, EDWIN, Salisbury, Wilts Mar 2 Wilson & Sons, Salisbury 


Mar 1 Bridgman & Co, Col 


Strathbrook rd, Streatham Mar 19 Stannard & 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATE 


STREET, LOMDOoW, 


3. oOo. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages 
application. 


The Corporation also 


of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 
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LAW 


FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 





Fire. Personal Accident and Disease. Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee; Workmen's Compensation, including 


Domestic Servants. 


Property Owners’ Indemnity. 


Third Party. Motor Car. Plate Glass. 


BON DS —The Directors desire to specially draw attention to the fact that the Fidelity Guarantee Bonds of this 
—— Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 





DIRECTORS— 
CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNSON, Esc.. J.P., Chairman (formerly of Johnson, Raymond-Rarker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 
, Esq., D.L., J.P. Vice-Chairman (Williams & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment. 


ROMER WILLIAMS. 
GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corse'lis & Berney), Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
H. D. BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 
L. C. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co,}, Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
EDMUND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq 
F. E. E. FAREBROTHER, . (Fladgate & Co.), Craig's Court, Charing Cross. 
HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, . (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Ipn Fields. 
E. 8. FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson 


Cc. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 
A. T. HALLOWES eq. (Haliowes & Carter) "Bedford Row. 

EDWIN HART, Esq. (Budd, Brodie, & Hart), Bedford Row. 

E. CARLETON-HOLMES, 

FRANCIS REGINALD JA , Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 

HARRY P. (Lee, Bolton & Lee), The Sanctuary, Westminster, 

. (Lowe & Co.), Temple Gardens. 


: J 
DILLON RB. L, Lows, Esq 


. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 


Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate, 


. (formerly of Carleton-Holmes, Fell & Wade), Bedford Row. 





FREDEKICK STUART MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 
WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Mariborough Street. 
RONALD PEAKE, Eeq. (Peake. Bird. Colline & Co.), Bedford Row. 

JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Esq. (Morrell, Peel & Gam!en), Oxford. 

THOMAS RAWLE, Eeq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedford Row. 

J. E. W. RIDER, Esq. (Rider, Heaton & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. ’ 

GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 

J. PERCEVAL TATHAM, Esq. (Tatham & Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fieids. 

R, W. 1WEEDIE, Esq. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln’s Inn. 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Strect 
E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & David:ons), Spring Gardens. 


E. TREVOR LL, WILLIAMS, Esq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 





SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 


experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession, INVITES 


This Societ consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional 
SONS’ ‘a! M IT is ABLE TO OFFER SPECIAL FACILITIES for the transaction of Insurance 


APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, TO WHO 
It enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
The business of the Society is contined to the United Kingdom, and the security 


business on the most favourable terms. 
Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, 


Prospectuses and Proposal 


offered to the Policy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 








Dealer Jan 31 at 11.15 
St Mary’s st, Swansea 
TRUSLER, -ROBERT CA‘s, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Jan. 23. 
FIRST MEETINGS. | 
ATKINS, THOMAS EDWARD, South Norwood dill, Surrey, | 
Medical Practitioner Feb 2 at 11 132, York rd, 


Middlesbrough 


BALLS, EDWARD NORMAN, Bradfield St Clare, Suffolk, 
Farmer Feb 3 at 12.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st 
Ipswich 

BELL, WILLIAM, Grangetown, Yorks,'Grocer Feb 6 at 12 
Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Feb 4 at 1 


THOMAS, STANLEY LLEWELYN, Morriston, Swansea, Boot 
Off Rec, Government bldgs, 


Darlington, Boot Repairer 
Feb 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, | 


. TURNER, GILBERT HENRY, Gosforth, Cumberland Feb 3 

Westminster Bridge rd at 11 Court House, Whitehaven 

WETTON, GEORGE, Melbourne grove, East|Dulwich, Baker 
Feb4at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILLIAMS, WALTER ELLIS, Devonport, Lieutenant Feb 3 
at3.30 7, Bu-kland ter, Plymouth 

WIRTH, WILLIAM, Nevill rd, Stoke Newington, Baker 


RENSHAW, JOSEPH, Clitheroe, Lancs, Coal Agent Black- 
burn Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

RICHARDS, THOMAS, St Day, Cornwall, Fish Hawker 
Truro Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

SAUNDERS, WALTER PERCY CHARLES, Bournemouth, Con- 
tractor Poole Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 20 

SHEARD, JOHN, Birkby, Huddersfield, Printer Hudders- 
field Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

SHELDKAKE, W H, Woodside av, South Norwood, Builder 
Croydon Pet Dec16 Ord Jan 19 


Simpson, HENRY JOHN, Leicester, Engineer Leicester 
Pet Jan lt Ord Jan 19 
SMITA, PERCY, Liverpool, Insurance Manager Liverpool 


Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 21 


Bonas, GORDON J. Priory rd. Kilburn, Gent.eman Feb 2 
atl Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 

BonD, GEORGE EDWARD, East Dereham, Norfolk, Cycle 
Agent Jan 31 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

CARTER, THOMAS EDWARD, Rotherham, Yorks, Insurance 
Agent Feb4at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

CATCHSIDE.,.WILLIAM, Newcastle upon Tyne, Commercial 
Travelier Feb4at 11 Off Rec, 3), Mosley st, New- 
castle upon Tyne 

Enciry, C R Eccleston sq Feb 3 at 11 
bidgs, Carey st 

GaRRITT?, J AUSTIN, Twickenham Feb2a‘12 14, Bedford 


Bankruptcy 


row 

GRIFFITHS, WILLIAM, Swansea, Cycle Agent Jan 3! a’ 
10.45 Off Rec, Goverum:nt bidgs, St Mary’s st, 
Swansea 

Grimg, JoHN FRANCIS, Crewe, Plumber Jan 31 at 11 
Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffordshire 

GRIMSTON, CHARLOTTE JOSEPHINE, Lynuhurst, Hants 
Feb3at1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salis- 


bury 
JENKS, ALBERT, Rosendale rd, West Dulwich, Insurance 
Clerk Feb2at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
KEILY, GERALD ARTHUR JOHN, Richmond av, Willesden 
Green, Confectioner Feb 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs 


y st 

LANGLEY, JAMES MARTIN, Nottingham, Estate Agent's 
Clerk Feb 3 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Custle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

METOALFE, JOHN HENRY, Darlington, Machinist Feb 3 
at12 Off Kec, Court chmbrs, Alber. rd, Middlesbrough 

PHILLIPS, WILLIAM JUHN, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyue, 
Window Cleaner Feb4at12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

POOLE, EMILY, Coventry Feb2at11 Off Rec, 8, High st, 
Coventry 

RENSHAW, JOSEPH, Clitheroe, Coal Agent Feb 2 at 12.15 
Station Hotel, Clitheroe 

RICHARDS, CHARLES SWINBURNE, Emsworth, Hant:, Miller 
Feb 2 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

SCARPA, NATALE, Ongar rd, West Brompton Feb 4 at 11,30 

__ Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | 

SEBRIGHT, ARTHUK EDWARD, Ashley gdns Feb 4 at 11 
tankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SMITH, ALBERT EDWIN, Kettering, Boot Manufacturer | 
Feb 3 at 2.30 The George Hotel, Kettering | 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ANDERSON, JOHN GRAHAM ST CLAIR, HAROLD JOSEPH 
BooTH, and THOMAS FREDERICK PARKER, Manchester 
Shippers Manchester Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 20 

ANDREWS, CAROLINE FRANCES, Margate, Hotel Keeper 
Canterbury Pet Novl2 Ord Jan 17 

ARCHER, CHARLES JOHN, Risley, Derby, Farmer Derby 
Pet Jan 20 Ocd Jan 2 

BooTH, WILSON, Mossley, Lancs, Rubber 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 20 

FREER, WILLIAM, Portsmvuth, Boot Repairer Portsmouth 
Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 20 

GLEW, WILLIAM GkorGE, Kingston upon Hall, Saw 
Miller Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 2l Ord Jan 21 

GRASB , EDWARD, Caversham, Reading, Cycle Deale: 
Reading Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

HARRIS, WILLIAM, Durrington, Wilts, Builder Salisbury 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 2 

HoaG, PHILIP EDLYN, New Milton, Hants, Average Ad- 
justor Southampton Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

HUNTON, GEORGE ALBEKT LAUGHER, Darlington, Photo- 
ye M.unager Middlesbrough Pet Jan 21 Ord 

an 21 ~ 

JENKS, ALBERT, Rosendale rd, West Dulwich, Insurance 
Clerk High Cou:t Petvan 20 Ord Jan 20 

JOWETT, ANNIE WINIFRED BLUNDELL, Grange over Sands 
Barrow in Furness et Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

KEILY, GERALD ARTHUR JOHN, Richmond av, Wiilesden 
Green, Confectioner High Court Pet Jan 19 Ord 
dan 19 

MAYO, ALBERT, Dymock, Glos, Butcher Gloucester Pet 
Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 

MEADE, FRANK, Mare st, Hackney, Leather Merchant 
Hign Court Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 20 

MosEs, ARON, Leman st, Whiteghapel, Fur and Sk'n 
Merchant High Court Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 19 

PARRY, EVAN, ‘treorchy, Glam, Underground Timverman 
Pontypridd Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

PopD, FREDERICK ARTHUR, and JOHN BENJAMIN FISHER, 
Norwich, Builders Norwich Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

POOLE, EMILY, Coventry Coventry Pet Jan 19 Ord 
Jan 19 


Re. laimer 


RATCLIFFE, WILLIAM HENRY, Tranmere, Birkenhead, Con- 


tractor Birkenhead Pet Jan 2u Ord Janu 20 


WATSON, ROBERT KAYMOND, East Rudham, Norfolk Nor- 
wich Pet Jan21 Ord Jan 21 
WILLIAMS, ERNEST PERCIVAL, S uthampton, 
Southampton Pet Jan 2 Ord Jan 21 
WirtH, WILLIAM, Nevill rd, Stoke Newington, Baker 
igh Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 2) 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Loudon Gazette of Jan 2); 
MERRY, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Ironfoander Birmingham 
Pet Jan17 Ord+Jan 17 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
NEWMAN, HENRY, Yate, Glos, Baker Bristol Adjud Aug 
12 Anoul Jan*l6 
DRANSFIELD, FRANCIS CHARLES, Sauthsea, Hants, Blind 
Maker Portsmouth Adjud Oct 23, 1998 Annal Jan 
15, 1914 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ANDERSON, GEORGE WILLIAM, Luddesdown, Kent, Farmer 
Rochester Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 
ASKEW, EDWIN, Haslingden, Lancs, Licensed 
Blackburn Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 
ASTON, JAMES, Blackpool. Bootmaker Blackpool Pet 
Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 
BARBER, GEOKGE, Southport, Commercial Traveller Liver- 
pool Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 


Draper 


Victualler 


BINNS, HERBERT, Bingley, Yorks, Upholsterer Bradford 
Pet Janu 22 Ord Jan 22 
BIVEN-, GEORGE EDWARD, Sheffield, Milliner Sheffild 


Pet Jan24 Ord Jan 24 

BRIDGE, WALTER JOSEPH, Harpurhey, Manchester, Fruit 
Salesman Manchester Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

CHARLESWORTH, ERNEST, Scunthorpe, Labourer Great 
Grimsby Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

EDWARDS, ALFRED, Dawiey, Salop, Baker Shrewsbury 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Jan 24 

ENGEL, Leon A, Boundary rd, St John’s Wood High 
Court Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 23 

ENGLAND, HENRY, Musbury, nr Axminster, Devon, Shoe- 
maker Exeter PetJan23 Ord Jan 23 

GOLDBERG, Isipor, Liverpool, Confectioner 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 23 


Liverpool 
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GOLDMAN, JOSEPH, Grosvenor st, Grosvenor sq 
Court Pet Nov 3 Ord Jan 23 

MARMAN, ERNEST SEPTIMUS, Eton Wick, Bucks, 
Windsor Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 24 

HoWLeTT, HERBERT WHITE, Ferndown, Dorset, Builder 
Poole Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

ILLINGWORTH, WILSON, Wyke, 
Dealer Bradford Pet Jan 22 

JACKSON, EDWIN, Stepney, Builder 
Dec 30 Ord Jan 23 

Jonas, WILLIAM CHRISTMAS, Tredegar, 
Tredegar Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

LAVINE, ISRAEL, Kingston upon Hull, Journeyman Boot- 
maker Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 2 

MARTIN, JOHN, Hastings, Baker Hastings Pet 
Ord Jan 22 

Moss, Groner, Merthyr 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan 22 

MURCH, ELIZABETH SUSAN, and MARY JANE MURCH, 
Horningsham, Wilts Frome Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

PAYNE, KOBERT, Methweld, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Jan6é Ord Jan 23 

PRYKE, FREDERICK KINSEY, Soham, 
Cambridge Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

RIDPALL, THOMAS BOYD, Rusholme, Manchester, Physician 
Manchester Pet Jan z2 Ord Ji an 22 

SCARISBRICK, CHARLES ALBANY, New Barnet, 
Barnet Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

SHARPE, SAMUEL, Doncaster, Plumber 
Jan 24 Ord Jan 24 

Siptey, JAMES THURSTON, Victoria at, 
Court Pet Oct9 Ord Jan 22 

SMITH, R SUMMERS, Florian rd, Putney, Solicitor 
worth Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 72 

TEMPLETOWN, Rt Hon Lord, Victoria st High Court 

Pet 


High 


Grocer 


Bra'‘ford, Hardware 
Ord Jan 22 
High Court Pet 


Mon, Mason 


Tydfil, Licensed Victualler 


Ord Jan 22 


Cambs, Butcher 


Plumber 


Sheffield Pet 


Engineer High 


Wanids- 


Pet Nov 20 Ord Jan 22 

Topp, ANNIE, Flimby, Cumberland 
Jan 22 Ord Jan vz 

rURNER, JAMES, Bingley, 

Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 
WALKER, HARRY WYNDHAM, 
High Court Pet Oct 21 
WEATHERLEY, FREDERICK CHARLES, Whitley Bay, Con- 

tractor Newcastleupon Tyne PetJan23 Ord Jan 24 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 20: 

Joun Austin, Twickenham, Commission Agent 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Jan i5 

FIKST MEETINGS. 
JOHN GRAHAM ST. CLAIR, HARROD Jos PH 
and THOMAs FREDERICK PARKER, Manchester, 
Feb 4 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


Cockermouth 


Yorks, Cabinet Maker Bradford 


Grosvenor Hotel, Victoria 


~~ 


Ord Jan 22 


GARRITT, 
Brentford 


ANDERSON, 
BooTH, 
Shippers 
chester 

ARCHER, CHARLES JOHN, Risley, Derby, Farmer 
atlz Off Kec, 12 St. Peter's churchyard, Derby 

BARTON, JOHN WILLIAM, Herne Bay, Kent Feb 4 at 11.15 
Otf Kec, 683A, Castie st, Canterbury 

SINNS, HERBERS, Bingley, Yorks, Upholsterer 
11.30 Off Kee, lv, Duke st, Bradford 

CHARLFSWORTH, ERNEST, Scunthorpe, Labourer Feb 5 at 
10.30 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimbsy 

Cork, CHARLE*, Hartlebury, Worcester, Blacksmith Feb4 
at3 Lion Hotel, Kidderminster 

FDWARDS, ALFRED, Dawley, Salop, Baker 
Off Kec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

ENGEL, LEON A, Boundary rd, St John's Wood 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

ENGLAND, HENRY, Musbury, 
Fev 5 at 11.30 Off Rec, ¥, Bedford cir, 

FREER, WILLIAM, Por smouth, Boot Repairer 
Off Rec, Cambridge jun, High st, Portsmouth 

GLEW, WILLIAM GEORGE, Kingston upon Hall, Saw Miller 
Feb 4 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Hull 

GOLDMAN, JOSEPH, Grosvenor st, Grosvenor sq 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GRASBY, EDWARD, Reading, Cycle 
14, Bedford row 

HARRIS, WILLIAM, Durrington, Wilts, Builder Feb 4 at 
12 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Hoes, Purr Ep.tyN, New Milt.n, Hants, Average 
Adjuster Feb 4 at 12 Off Kec, Midland Bank 
chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

HOWARTH PeRcy, Darlington, Builder Feb 5 at 11.30 
Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert road, Middlesbrough 

HOWLETT, HERBERT WHITE, Ferndown, Dorset, Builder 
Feb bat 2.30 100, High st, (first floor), Poole 

HUNTON, GEORGE ALBERT LAUGHER. Darlington, Photo 
g aphers Manag-r Feb 5 at 12 Off Rec, Court 
chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

ILLINGWORTH, WILSuN, Wyke, Bradford, Hardware 
Dealer Feb4atl1l Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

JACKSON, EDWIN, Stepney, Builder Feb 6 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LAVINKE, ISRAEL, Kingston upon Hull, 
maker Feb 5 at 11.20 Off Rec, 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 

MARTIN, JOHN, Hastings, Baker 
124, Mariborough pl, Brighton 

MAYo, ALBERT, Dymoek, G.os. Butcher 
Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

MERRY, WILLIAM, Birmingiiam, Ironfounder 
11.30 Ruskia chmbrs. lvl, Corporation st, 
ham 

Moss, GE 
6atil 
Tydfil 

OWENS, OWEN, jun, Liangoed, Ang'esey, Farmer 
12 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

PARRY, EVAN, Treorchy, Glam, Underground Timberman 
Feb 4 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmprs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Popp, FREDERICK ARTHUR, and JOHN BENJAMIN FISHER 
Norwich, Builders Feb 4 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King 
street, Norwich 

RICHARDS, THOMAS, St Day, Cornwall, Fish Hawker Feb 
Sat 11 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

ROBERTS, THEODURE, Newport, Mon, Solicitor Feb 4 at 
11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 


Feb 4 


Feb 4 at 


Feb 7 at 11.30 
Feb 6 at 1 


nr Axminster, Shoemaker 


Feb 6 at 


Dealer Feb 5 at 12 


of 


Journeyman Boot- 
York City Bank 
Off 


Feb 4 at 3 Rec 


Feb 5at12 Off 
Feb 4 at 
Birming- 


Licensed Victualler Feb 
flown Hail, Merthyr 


EORGR, Merthyr Tydfil, 
Off Rec, County Court, 


Feb 4 at 


Jan 3 | 





SHEARD, JOHN, Birkby, Huddersfield, Printer Feb 4 at 3 
Law Society’s Koom, Imperial arcade, New st, 
Huddersfield 

SIBLEY, JAMES THURSTON, Victoria st Engineer Feb 5 
ati2 Bankruptcy bids, Carey st 

SmirH, R SumMeERs, Florian rd, Putney, So'icitor Feb 4 
at 11 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

STEVENS, THOMAS JOSKPH, Pl) mouth, Solicitor Feb 4 at 
3.15 7, buckland terace, Plym uth 

TEMPLETON, Kt Hon Lord, Victoria st Feb5 at 1 
ruptecy bidgs, Carey st 

THACKWELL,:- EDWARD FRANCIS, Teignmouth 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 

TURNER, JAMES, Bingley, Yorks, Cabinet Maker Feb 4 
at 3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

WALKER, HARRY WYNDHAM, Grosvenor Hotel, 
Feb 5at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WEATHERLEY, FEEDEKICK CHARLES, Newcastle upon 
l'yne, Contra tor Feb 5at 11 Cuunty Court, Westgate 
rd, Newcastle upon Tyne 


ADJU DICATIONS. 

AKEROYD, ROBERT KEDSLIE, Alnwick, Watchmaker New- 
castle upon Tyne Pet Decll Ord Jan v3 

ANDERSON, GEORGE WILLIAM, Luddesdown, Kent, Farmer 
Kochester Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

ASKEW, Epwin, Haslingden, Lancs, Licensed Victualler 
Blackourn Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

ASTON, JAME3, Blackpool, bootmaker 
Jan 23 UrdJan 23 

BARBER, GEORGE, Southport, Commercial 
Liverpool Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan zz 

BINNS, HERBERT, Bingley, Yorks, Upholsterer 
Pet Jan zz Ord Jau 22 

BIVENS, GEORGE EDWARD, 
Pet Jan 24 Ord Janu 24 

BRIDGE, WALTER JOSEPH, Harpnrhey, Manchester, Fruit 
Salesman Manchester Pet Jan 22 0.d Jan 22 

BROWN, WILLIAM, Shotley Bridge, Durham, Saddler New- 
castle upon Tyne Pet Dec 15 Ord Jan 24 

CHARLESWORTH, ERNEST, Scunchorpe, Labourer 
Grimsby Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

Cork, CHARLES, Hartiebury, Worcester, 
kKiduerminsiter Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 22 

EEWARDS, ALFRED, Dawley, Sa'op, Baker 
Pet Jan 24 UOrdJdan 24 

ELPHI) STONE-ULLIF, SIDNEY LESLIE, 
court Pet Nov 10 Ord Jan 21 

ENGLAND, HENRY, Musbury, ur Axmins.er, 
Exeter FetJan 23 Ura Jan 23 

HERBERT, OLIVER.DAVID, Norbury, 
Pet Dec 10 Ord Jan 21 

HOWLETT, HERBERT WHITE, Ferndown, 
Poole Pet Jan 23 Ord Jan 23 

ILLINGWORTH, WiILSON, Wyke, Bradford, Hardware Dealer 
Brauford Pet Jan <2 Ord Jan 22 

JONES, WILLIAM CHRISTMAS, Tredegar, 
Tredegar Pet Jan23s Ord Jan 23 

KERR, JOHN, Saint Juhn’s Chapel, 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Jan 20 

LAVINE, ISRAEL, Kingston upon Hull, Journeyman Boot- 
maker Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 2z Ord Jan 22 

LKOIOLDINA, HENRY LOWNDES, New Broad st, Company 
Promoter High Court Pet July 24 Ord Nov 12 

MARES, GEOKGE CARL, Juhn st High Court Pet Nov 17 
Uru Jan 21 

Mos~, Georee, Merthyr Tydfil, Lincensed Viciualler 
Merthyr Tydfil ret Jan zz Ord Jan 22 

MURCH, ELIZABETH 5USAN, and MARY JANE MURCH, 
Horningsham, Wilts Frome Pet Jan 23 Urd Jan 23 

OWENs, OWEN jun, Lilangoed, Angiesey, Farmer Bangor 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 23 

PRYKK, FREDERICK KINSEY, Soham, 
Cambridge PetJan2zz Ord Jan 24 

ScoTT, Sur DOUGLAS K, Salisbury Salisbury 
Ord Jan 23 

SEBRIGHT, ARTHUR EDWARD SAUNDERS, Ashley gdns High 
Court Pet Oct 28 Ord Jan 2 

SHARPE, SAMUEL, Don.aster, P.umber 
Jan 24 Ord Jan 24 

STEVENS, THUMAS JO>kPH, Plymouth, Solicitor Plymouth 
Pet Dec 22 OUid Jan 23 

Topp, ANNIR, Fiimby, Cumberland 
Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

TRIPPIER, ALFRED, Radcliffe, Lancs, 
Jan 3 Ord Jan 23 

rURN&R, JAMES, Bingley, Yorks, Cabinet Maker Bradford 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan z2 

I'ZINIERIS, GEORGIOS, Monument Station 
Court Pet Nov 1& Ord Jaa 22 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 2 ; 


WHITE, PERCIVAL, Beckenham, Kent Croydon Pet Dec 
li Ord Jan 5 


Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


Bank- 


Feb 9 at 3 


Victoria 


Blackpool Pet 
Traveller 
Bradford 


Sheffield, Milliner Sheffield 


Great 
Blacksmith 
Shrewsbury 
St. James’ st High 
Shoemaker 
Surrey High Court 
Dorset, Bui'der 
Mon, Mason 


Durbam Durham 


Cambs, Butcher 


Pet Dec 20 
Sheffield Pet 
i 


Cockermouth Pet 


Builder Bolton Pet 


bldgs High 





AUTHORITY. 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use, 
SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. OFFIC. AL SEALS designed and executeu. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Statior ers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
2 SERJEANTS'’ INN, FLEET STREET, 
LONDON, E.C. 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





TIMSON & SONS, Auctioneers and 


8, Moorgate-st., Bank, Ro, and nd 12, New Kent-road, 8. E, 
(near the Elephant and Castle). 
AUCTION DATES for 1914:— 
February 19 July 2, 9, 16, 23, 30 
March 65, 12, 19, 26 September 24 
April 2, 23, 30 October 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 
May 7, 14, 21, = November 5, 12, 19, 26 
June 4, 11, 18, 25 December 3, 10 

STIMSON & SONS also undertake SALES and Lettings 
by PRIVATE T TY, Valuations for Probate and all 

purposes, Surveys, Negotiations of Mortgages and Part- 
nerships, Chancery Receiverships, Arbitrations, Railway 
Compensation and other Claims, Sales of Furniture, 
Collection of Rents, Assessment Appeals, &c. 

Separate Lists of House Property, Ground Rents for 
Sale, and of Houses, Premises, ym Offices To be Let are 
issued monthly, and can be had free 4a-y or by 
post for two stamps. The Sale List is best medium 
in London for effecting Sales privately and expeditiously. 
Noc for on. Telephones : 624 London Wall, 
and 3114 City. Telegrams: “‘ Servabo,” London. 


HANKINSON & SON, 


SURVEYORS, VALUERS, 
AUCTIONEERS & LAND AGENTS, 
The Square, Bournemouth, 


AND AT 


BOSCOMBE, and CAMBERLEY (Surrey). 


Valuations under the New Finance Acts, for 
Probate and all purposes. Sales of Real and 
Personal Estate. Timber and Farm Stock. 

*Phone—1307 (3 lines). 
Telegrams : “ Rich i,” Bour th. 


THE LAW SOCIETY. 


The COUNCIL offers for AWARD, 
in JULY NEXT, 


FIVE STUDENTSHIPS, of the annual value of £40 

each, tenable on condition of pursuing, under proper 

supervision, courses of Legal Studies approved by the 
Council. 























For copies of Regulations, apply to 
THE LAW SOCIETY, 100, Chancery Lane, W.C. 


eee REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
c. H. aeTTee } Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, f Secretaries. 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, LTD. 
ESTABLISHED 1823, 


Empowered by Special Acts of Parliament, 
Reversions, Life Interests, and Policies bought. Advances 
on Reversions and Life Interests, either at annual intérest 
or by way of deferred charge. Options for repurchase 
silowed. Law Costs on Loans regulated by Scale. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, &764,825. 


30, Coleman St., London, E.C. 
AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For promps 
payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 

Abstracts Copied 

Briefs and Drafts 

Deeds Round Hand 

Deeds Abstracted 

Full Copies ove 0 2 per folio. 


PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet Draft, $d, ditto. 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 


FIRE RISK.—TxHE LEADING INSURANCE 

COMPANIES ACCEPT OUR VALUATIONS FOR 

BASIS OF POLICIES. INVENTORIES OF ART 

COLLECTIONS, FURNITURE AND ALL OTHER 

VALUACLES SECURING PROTECTION TO 

OWNERS ARE PREPARED IN ALL PARTS OF 
THE KINGDOM. 


KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, 
20, Hanover Square, W, 





























